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CRUSADE FOR PEACE 
Editorial by KENNETH LESLIE 


Abraham Pomerantz in this issue points out the analogy between the Red scare 


now sweeping this country and the Red scare used by Hitler to obtain Power. He shows 
how the Red scare divides anti-fascists and makes them fight among themselves and 
how this is a most sinister feature of this tactic. 

Another sinister feature is its appeal to the good folk in America who revere the 
name of God and have a deadly terror of Bolshevism because it is’ Godless and who are 
therefore easily aroused to a crusade against the Godless Reds. They are victimized by 
the propaganda for a “Christian’”” America. There is even an organization which seeks 
what it calls a “Christian Amendment” to make the Constitution say that the nation 
recognizes “the authority and law of Jesus Christ, the Savior and King of nations.” 
This is the same-approach to fascism which swept along millions of good people in 
Belgium, France, Spain, and Italy. 

It is often said that fascism leads to war. Fascism is war; and as Mr. Pomerantz 
points out, in certain of its aspects it has already arrived in America. 5 

This is what we must realize. The thing is stealing over us like an evil dream. 
Many of our free ministers are not yet ready to admit that it is here, it is at our door- 


(Cont'd. Page 9) 
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Editorial Article by ABRAHAM L. POMERANTZ 


oO Nuremberg autopsy of Hitler 


Germany exploded some popular 
misconceptions concerning the rise of 
Nazism. One of the most widely* held 
myths is that when Nazism arrived 
in Germany, it came full blown—to 
a people congenitally predisposed to 
its virus. 

The truth, however, is quite differ- 
ent. Our research reveals that Nazism 
didn’t happen that way; it came only 
after a long process, gradually and 
cunningly imposed on the German 
mind pursuant to a devilishly clever 
Master Plan. 


Because I feel that there are some 
ominous and sickening parallels bet- 
ween Germany, 1933, and America 
today, and because I believe that cer- 
tain Master Planners are planning for 
America, I think it would be helpful 
briefly to retrace the principal stages 
along the road to Hitler’s seizure of 
power. 


To begin with it must be recalled 
that the Nazis’ coup d’etat in Janu- 
ary 1933 was achieved without their 
ever receiving a majority of the vote; 
in fact between the elections held in 
July, and again in November 1932 
—the eve of the coup—the Nazi Par- 
ty had lost some two million votes. It 
appeared to be on its way out. How, 
then, did Hitler accomplish his ad- 
vent to power? 


From our post mortem of Hitler 
Germany the answer now emerges as 
clear as a fire on a hill at night. The 
decisive tactic used by the Nazis to 
divide and conquer the opposition was 
that old, but ever effective bugaboo, 
the Red scare. The propaganda mech- 
anism consisted, broadly speaking, of 
two parts. ) 

To begin with an hysterical hate 
campaign was whipped up against the 
Communists. The German press and 
radio were inundated with tales of at- 


rocities, of Reichstag fires, of plots to 
deliver up the German folk to Russia, — 
of deep, dark and dire conspiratorial 
designs, all embellished with a propa- 
ganda skill unparalleled in the history 
of that ancient art. The campaign was 
so effective that, after a while, the 
mere use of the epithet “Communist” 
produced a blind hate reaction as 
mechanical as that of Pavlov’s dog. 


Having created this conditional re- 
flex the Nazi propaganda machine 
proceeded to the second step: As ap- 
pears from the contemporary German 
press, the label “Communist” was 
pinned indiscriminately on all oppon+ 
ents of the Nazi Party including, 
ironically enough, the inveterate en- 
emies of the Communists, the Social 
Democrats. It was unnecessary to 
prove the charge—-it was enough to 
make it. 


Soon all of Germany was frantically 


“searching for “Reds” under beds. Lib- 


eral people and progressive organiza- 
tions, in an effort to escape contam- 
ination, added fuel to the fire by join- 
ing in the denunciation of the “Reds.” 
The trade union movement went 
through enervating convulsions, spew- 
ing out every Red, suspected Red, or 
“sympathizer.” The Social Democrats 
and the Communists were bleeding 
each other in a death struggle, the 
rallying cry being “Red” and “Red- 
baiter.” And it was while these anti- 
Hitler forces were embroiled in this 
civil war that Hitler seized power. 


But power thus achieved was by no 
means secure, particularly since the 
sudden spectacle of Hitler’s accession 
to the premiership served as a cold, 
waking shower to the embattled anti- 
fascist forces in Germany. The Na- 
tional Socialists realized that their only 
chance of survival was the prevention 
of the threatened unification of the 
majority opposition. 


1947 


In spite of a popular illusion to the 
contrary, Hitler was punctilious in dis- 
arming his enemies by “legal” means 
—at least during the early days of his 
regime. It isn’t that he particular- 
ly wanted to be legalistic, but the Ger- 
man people, like our own, were great 
believers in their law and constitution. 

One of the first laws promulgated 
in the spring of 1933, was the outlaw- 
ing of the Communist Party and the 


‘denial of jobs to all Communists. 


Soon thereafter the Social Demo- 
cratic Party was dissolved. 


This took care of the organized op- 
position, but there was still a lot of 
protestants (with a small “p?’?) and 
dissenters whose only crime was that 
they were critics of the regime. How 
to take care of them?—legally mind 
you. The resourceful Nazis cooked up 
a new one. It was called the Loyalty 
Act—does it have a familiar ring?—a 
plicht zur treue law. That law pro- 
vided loss of job and penalties for 
anyone found to have 


“violated their duty of loyalty 
to the Reich and the German 
people” “(Just substitute the 
words United States for Reich 
and you have our own loyalty 
act). 
Needless to say, every whisper of 
dissent was interpreted as disloyalty, 
and was punished by that effective 
form of economic pressure, loss of em- 
ployment. 


And finally, when they couldn’t 
find laws to fit the case of a particular 
non-conformist, the Nazis decreed 
this astounding piece of penology: 


“If there is no penal law di- 
rectly covering an act, it shall 
be punished under that law 
which most nearly fits.” 


And so the Nazis proceeded, by 
legal means, ostensibly aimed at the 
Communists, but actually designed to 
eliminate the last vestige of opposi- 
tion in Germany—until the only 
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voices left were those of Herr Hitler, 
Goebbels, Goering and Company. 

Was it fortuitous that anti-Com- 
munism led to anti-progressivism, and 
the latter, in turn, to anti-all-opposi- 
tionism? Could the attack against the 
Reds have been confined? A philosoph- 
ical answer to these questions would 
exceed the limitations of a short ar- 
ticle. Suffice it now to say that it is 
a tested historical phenomenon that, 
once the disintegrating process of 
eroding civil liberties sets in, whether 
the avowed target is the Christian or 
the Communist, or whoever, it tends 
to continue until all civil liberties are 
destroyed. It is a sort of social law of 
jnertia. 

It has happened before in history 
that the conquering nation has absorb- 
ed the culture of the conquered nation. 
Judging from what I see on my re- 
turn to the United States, we Amer- 
icans have been made to assimilate and 
are assimilating daily, a terrifying 
amount of Nazi Kultur. 

There is an hysterical campaign 
raging here ostensibly directed against 
the ever-popular target, the Commu- 
nists. When you examine it more 
closely, however, it becomes apparent 
that the attack is really aimed at the 
liquidation of all resistance to the 
mounting tide of war and reaction. 
The approach, copied from the Nazis, 
works this way: 

The press and radio first lay down a 
terrific barrage against the Red Men- 
ace. Headlines without a shred of sub- 
stance shriek of atom bomb spies, or 
plots to overthrow our government, 
of espionage, of high treason, and of 
other blood-curdling crimes. 

We are now ready for the second 
stage: the pinning of the label “Red” 
indiscriminately on all opposition. On 
that rabble rousing bunch of bolshev- 
iks, the League of Women Voters, on 
the militant Henry Wallace, on this 
magazine THE PROTESTANT, on every 
person and organization that dares 
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raise its voice in opposition to war and 
fascism and reaction. 


If you have not been called Red, 
that’s an insult to your political ef- 
fectiveness. But this campaign, for all 
of its patent absurdity, is achieving its 
purpose. The progressive movement is 
at low ebb in America today. And 
why? Because the ADA won’t speak 
to the PCA; the AFL won’t have any 
truck with the CIO; the AVC, the 
ALP, and hundreds more, are tearing 
themselves asunder while shouting the 
battle cry of Red and Red-baiter. 

Having whipped up a hate mental- 
ity, we are proceeding, Nazi-style, to 
the third stage: laws and decrees are 
enacted, nominally aimed at the Com- 
munists. This is the avowal. But let 
us take, for example, the President’s 
Executive Order of March 22, 1947, 
the Loyalty Order. This applies to 
2,500,000 workers in the Federal Gov- 
ernment. The Order provides that if 
you are, or ever were a member of any 
organization, or in sympathetic asso- 
ciation with any organization placed 
—in the unrestricted discretion of the 
Attorney General of the United States 
—on his private black list, you are out 
of a job. This is no light sentence. This 
is‘an economic death sentence. For you 
know that the chances of an employ- 
ee discharged for disloyalty to find 
employment anywhere are about the 
same as a Jew in Germany, with the 


word Jude branded into his flesh. 


The condemned organization gets 
no day in court. Neither do you. You 
receive no complaint, no notice, no 
hearing. Even the Nazis whom we 
tried at Nuremberg were given a more 
humane, a more American trial. When 
the notorious SS, the SA and the Ger- 
man General Staff were indicted as 
criminal organizations, we served an 
indictment on representative members 
of those organizations. The indictment 
fully disclosed and stated our charges. 
The accused were given their’ day — 
indeed their months—in court. I sub- 


mit that if American due process is 


- good enough for the Nazi gangsters, 


it’s good enough for us Americans. 
Typical twentieth century Americ- 
an procedure is reflected in the case of 
a government employee who received 
a notice of dismissal. Paragraph one 
read: You are hereby notified that you 
are dismissed for reasons that are con- 
fidential. The second paragraph read: 


Nov.-Dec. | 


2 


You are required, within five days, to - 


answer the charges contained in para-. 


graph one. It was literally as prepos- 
terous as that. And the case is by no 
means untypical. 


And, again, reflecting the adminis- 


trator’s conception of subversiveness 
this comfessional question was asked of 
an employee charged with disloyalty: 

“General Quinton: Do you 
think the periodical In Fact 
inflammatory? 

“Employee: I dco not get 
particularly excited about it.” 

Once upon a time the pretext for 
this loyalty act and others that have 
been passed and are being passed in 
hundreds of county, municipal and 
state legislatures, is that they are 
searching for Communists. I want to 
say plainly that even if this were so, 
it would be inexcusable for I have 
never heard that the Communist Par- 
ty is an illegal organization. I have, 
indeed, read the opposite: The decis- 
ion of the Supreme Court of the Unit- 
ed States holding that the Communist 
Party is perfectly legal and not sub- 
versive. 

But the pretext that this is a Red 
hunt is, injany case, hollow. The drive 
is plainly against all New Dealers, all 
dissenters. Listen, for example, to 
Congressman Hoffman’s explanation 
of who are the real targets of this 
campaign. He says: 

“The issue is not whether 
the individuals named by the 
(Committee on Un-American 
Activities) are Communists. 
The issue is do the people want 
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on the payroll those New 
Dealers, those dreamers.” (And 
there is, I might interpolate, 
today a wholesome expulsion 
and exodus of those New Deal- 
ers from Washington). 


How far removed is this statement 
of Congressman Hoffman from Herr 
Von Papen’s statement when he form- 
ed his coalition with Hitler in 1933. 
He declared that the aim of the new 
government was 


“The elimination of Social 
Democrats, Communists and 
Jews from leading positions in 
Germany.” 


Just transpose “New Dealers” in 
Congressman Hoffman’s avowal and 
“Jews” in Von Papen’s —a_ transposi- 
tion by the way which some gentlemen 
in Washington accomplish with the 
greatest of ease—and I challenge you 
to find a difference between the two 
disciples in their respective creeds. 


We can’ draw the parallel even fur- 
ther. As I have said before, the Nazi 
law to which I have adverted provid- 
ed: * 

“If there is no penal law 
directly covering the act, it 
shall be punished under that 
law which most nearly fits.” 


I need only remind you of the per- 
secution of certain people in this coun- 
try whose only crime was that they 
were Communists, but because there 
is no law against Communism here the 
charge against them was passport ir- 
regularities or perjury, or some other 
devious euphemism for jailing people 
for the crime of daring to oppose the 
existing leadership. 


These are the kinds of practices 
which reveal fascism in its growing 
state. In its full maturity as a Nazi 
jurist—defining it for Germany—de- 
clared 

“As long as the police carry 
out the will of the leadership, 
it is acting legally.” 
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The leadership -principle (the Fueh- 
rerprinzip) does not tolerate dissent 
from below. What we are seeing in the 
Washington hearings today, in the 
loyalty purge, in the great hue and 
cry against the Reds, is an attempt to 
crush all those who dare to raise their 
voices in protest. Once: it was the 
Communists. Yesterday it was the 
New Dealers. Today it is the militart 
fighters against war, fascism and re- 
action. Temorrow—unless we stop it 
—it will be the tiniest pipsquesk of 
dissent from the pclitical and indus- 
trial feuhrers of our country. 


What’s the game? What’s behind 
all this attack on our civil liberties? 
When civil liberties are attacked — 
whether it is in Germany, Spain, Italy 
or Japan—you can be sure someone 
is trying to put something over. It 
isn’t just a contempt for civil liber- 
ties, as such. In America the game is 
plain. When you’re trying to whip up 
a war mentality, you can’t afford the 
luxury of dissent. And you can see 
the outlines of warmongering here. 
Dozens of U. S. senators, heads of Na- 
tional industrial organizations, men 
high in the State Department—and 
mentors outside of it—are ringing the 
tocsin for war. Damn civil liberties— 
they say—full steam ahead. And it is 
the same crowd that is crushing civil 
liberties which is clamoring for wer. 
This is no accident or coincidence; this 
was no accident or coincidence in Ger- 


. 


many either. 


Now is the time for all of us to 
take our battle stands. The contest is 
by no means hopeless, or the prospects 
bleak. We progressives outnumber the 
enemy. Our weakness is that we are 
disorganized. Our strength will lie in 
uniting—in spite of efforts to disunite 
us on phony issves. We must work not 


as individuals but as organizations. 


MAKING MIRACLES COME TRUE 


By FRANK SINATRA 
As told to JAY. M. GOLDBERG 


MY people in America have be- 

come so sophisticated and cynical 
that they don’t believe the miracles of 
brotherhood, goodwill and decency 
can be accomplished. They take it for 
granted that mankind is doomed to a 
climate of bigotry, hate and mutual 
distrust. 


I don’t agree. Perhaps it’s because 
miraculous things have been happen- 
ing to me all through life, starting 
with the first break I ever received as 
a singer back in Jersey, and coming 
up to the most remarkable of all. I 
mean my chance to play Father Paul, 
the beloved little priest in Russell Jan- 
ney’s great book, “The Miracle of the 
Bells.” 


Not too long ago a friend of mine 
gave me the book to read so I could 
while away the hours on a train going 
from Hollywood to New York. What 
a relief it was for three whole days not 
to study a role or ready myself for 
some show! All I wanted was to relax 
and enjoy the trip. I leaned back and 
started to read; after the first hundred 
pages I was ready to stop. The thing 
seemed dreary to me, all about a girl 
in a coffin. However, having nothing 
else to do, I continued to read. I 
couldn’t put down the book! I read 
“Miracle of the Bells” until four in 
the morning and fell asleep over it as 
I sat there. 


A few hours later I knew that here 
was a terrific story and that the mag- 
nificent character of the small priest 
and his exuberant spirit were in my 
mind for keeps. I kept thinking about 
it and finally I said to some of my 
friends, “I’d like to play that role.” 
Frankly, deep down inside me, I 
thought it was impossible to even be 
listed as a possibility for the part. 
After all, there is no singing in it, and 


I am typed as a crooner. Furthermore, 
it was a serious dramatic role and I 
feared that not a single picture critic 
would side with a producer who would — 
place me in such a role. I had never 
done anything like it before and I 
doubted that my home studio, Metro- 
Goldwyn-Mayer, would even approve 
of my doing a film for another con- 

cern. 


Wonderful things DO _ happen, © 
though — word spread to the West 
Coast of my idea and some of my 
friends wired Jesse Lasky and Walter — 
McEwen, the producers who had pur- 
chased the book for. filming. Several — 
of my friends spoke to these executives 
in person. Finally, one of them brought ~ 
things to a head by a long-distance 
telephone call from New. York to 
pioneer producer Lasky. My buddy © 
asked, straight - from - the - shoulder, 
“Would you sign Frank to the role of 
Father Paul if you had the chance?” 
Luckily, Lasky had seen my short sub- 
ject on brotherly understanding, “The 
House I Live In,” over and over again 
while mulling the problem of whether 
or not I could play the part. He agreed, 
and I excitedly got on the ‘phone and 
confirmed this dream-come-true. 


You see, I haven’t ever forgotten the 
way I was pushed around in school 
when I was a kid. A gang of bullies 
used to throw rocks at me and call me 
“Dago,” and I remember vividly how 
the same bullies yelled “kike” at the 
Jewish kids and “niggers” at the color- 
ed children. I discovered how ignor- 
ance brings out such bias and how 
racial and religious prejudice can un- 
dermine a nation, just as it did in 
Naziland. So, when a book like ‘Mir- 
acle of the Bells” came along, that 
brings forth such a human and beau- 
tiful lesson of how people of all kinds 
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can work together harmoniously, I 
knew instantly that here was a mar- 
velous opportunity to help in epee 
ing goodwill. 


I know now why they used to call 
the kids ‘“‘kikes” and “niggers.” Des- 
pite any corny proverbs to the con- 
trary, names can hurt you. To prove 
my point, I remember a small ten- 
year-old boy who lived in a neighbor- 
hood where there weren’t any Negroes. 
This boy didn’t even know what the 
term “Negro” meant. One evening 
his Dad came home and related some 
difficulty he’d had with a “dirty nig- 
ger.” The ten-year-old youngster re- 
ceived the impression that this was 
something to get angry about. He 
didn’t understand what his Dad meant 
by “nigger,” but he did know what 
“dirty” implied. Naturally, anything 
that his Pop is against, the kid is 
against, too, so the boy formed a pre- 
judice then and there against an entire 
race whom he’d never seen! 


That is why I am heartily in favor 
of such projects as ““The Challenger,” 
sponsored by this magazine, in which 
children can learn the true meaning 
of brotherly love. To me, the Challen- 
ger Clubs’ button, featuring the clasp- 
ed hands of Negro and white, is high- 
ly symbolic of an ideal for which we 
must constantly strive. 


Before signing my contract, I went 
to prominent Catholic churchmen for 
advice. “Was I good enough to play 
this saintly Father?” They, having 
read the book, hadn’t thought of me 
as the benign Father Paul, but to my 
great pleasure, they enthused over my 
possibilities. Even in the first wardrobe 
test, Father Walter Schmidt, Dean of 
Men at Santa Clara University in Cali- 
fornia, visited and stayed to witness 
everything. Again, a miracle: the 
Jesuit teacher was highly elated! 

To those who may not be familiar 
with “Miracle of the Bells,” let me ex: 
plain that Father Paul is a priest in a 


MAKING MIRACLES COME TRUE 7 


rundown parish in a drab Pennsyl- 
vania mining town. He is truly the 
mirroring of Christ, being a person 
solely devoted to his fellowmen no 
matter how badly they might abuse 
him. His personnage greatly interested 
me because he seemed to me the living 
symbol of the crusade in which I am 
so vitally concerned. In the book—and 
the author writes so simply, yet skill- 
fully that you feel his characters are 
teally there beside you—Father Paul 
works shoulder-to-shoulder with all 
men. He is the focal point about which 
such diverse persons as the Jewish pro- 
ducer, Protestant mine-owner and fel- 
low Catholics of all kinds rally. He 
proves that prejudice cannot conquer 
you if you’re determined to overcome 
its 

To me, “Miracle of the Bells” is 
nothing less than the Ten Command- 
ments injected into entertainment 
form. I think that the picture will un- 
consciously interweave the precepts of 
Jesus and Moses. Because of my undy- 
ing belief in those precepts, I have tried 
to shout them from the housetops; and 
fortunately, through a miracle that 
brought me some measure of success, 
I have had people listén. However, the 
other day I heard a so-called American 
ranting about “foreigners.” I told him 
—and I'd like to tell everyone— that 
EVERYBODY in our land is a for- 
eigner. The only real American is the 
Indian, and he probably came here 
from some other place, too! 

You and you and you and I must 
keep one group of Americans from be- 
ing separated from another. It takes 
education and it takes understanding 
and it takes perhaps most of all, 
proper background and foundation. It 
is up to each and every one of us, no 
matter if we come from Boston or 
Butte, Minneapolis or Macon, to real- 
ize that our forefathers who came to 
these blessed shores—the “foreigners’’! 
—dedicated themselves to the concept 
that ALL men are born equal.. They 


8 THE PROTESTANT 


zre indeed created that way, and we 
have to do our best to see that they are 
given the OPPORTUNITY to stay 
that way, regardless of their religion 
or color of skin or racial background. 

It would be a fine thing if we would 
choose our friends and acquaintances 
without regard to color of skin or any 
other such consideration. There are, 
unfortunately, those who would pur- 
posely set one against the other. This 
is the very same thing the Nazis did 
when they were setting up their “‘sup- 
er-race” — anything that was wrong 
they blamed on the Jews, and then 
they began hitting at the Catholics and 
later the Protestants, setting neighbor 
against neighbor. 

One of the painters on the set told 
me the other day that he heard a well- 
dressed man on an elevator loudly pro- 
claim that “‘they’re letting in too damn 
many Jews into this country” under 
the proposed Congressional bill. The 
nainter said the loudmouth then sneer- 
ed that he “never saw no Jews up 
front with him when se was in the 
war.” Before my painter friend could 
tell him how many American Jews he 
saw killed at Okinawa with his infant- 
ry outfit, the poison-spreader was on 
his way. I looked up the facts just to 
find out for myself—according to the 
war records, as of July 1, 1946, nearly 
26,000 Jewish men and women in 
uniform had received citations for 
valor and merit, including the late Lt. 
Raymond Zussman. He won the Con- 
gressional Medal of Honor, the high- 
est award we can give. What’s more, 
over 11,000 Jews died in service. Al- 
though they form about three-and-a- 
half per cent of the total population, 
nearly four-and-a-half per cent served. 
As for the Displaced Persons coming 
here, my ill-informed elevator orator 
ought to know that about 75 per cent 
of those to be admitted are Catholic, 
then Protestant and the smallest per- 
centage Jewish. 

Again, in this regard, | commend 


Noy.-Dee. 


this organization for its Textbook 
Commission, composed of 5,000 Gen- 
tile ministers, to eliminate anti-Semitic 
statements either purposely or unwit- 
tingly included in Christian texts. 
This is still another excellent way to 
fight those who would set one against 
the other. 

It is a shame that more of us aren’t 
familiar with Thomas Jefferson. Per- 
sonally, he’s my hero in history. To 
me, no one can hold a higher place in 
the human fraternity than the man 
who said, “We hold these truths to be 
self-evident, that all men are created 
equal, and that they are endowed by 
their creator with certain inalienable 
rights, that among these are life, lib- 
erty and the pursuit of happiness.” 
Every school child is taught those mag- 
nificent words, but not until teachers 
wise enough and patient enough to 
teach their true meaning are available 
to all our children will the country to 
which these words belong be worthy 
of them. Only when every child can 
say those phrases not merely by mem- 
ory, but from the heart, will this na- 
tion, dedicated to the proposition that 
all men are created equal, be equal to 
that proposition. 

Because the words of Jeffersén have 
helped me to understand what I’ve 
seen, I feel under constant compulsion 
to join any fight to end the persecution 
of any person for any reason. Jeffer- 
son told us why persecution must end 
when he said, “Millions of innocent 
men, women and children, since the 
introduction of Christianity, have 
been burned, tortured, fined and im- 
prisoned, yet we have not advanced 
one inch toward uniformity.” If we all 
keep trying, sooner or later the truth 
must be learned that as long as there is 
more than one man, more than one 
race and more than one creed, there 
will be more than one idea, more than 
one custom and more than one faith. 
The sooner we learn this, the sooner 
we'll realize that the only sure way to 
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enduring peace is mutual respect for 
the other man’s ideas, the other man’s 
customs and the other man’s religion. 

This battle against bigotry is a psy- 
chological war against war. You can’t 
make war unless you first make hatred. 
I doubt if anyone can manufacture 
hatred where there is a real respect for 


what the other fellow believes. When. 


fathers and mothers pass on to their 
children the thought and spirit of 
respect and tolerance—or, as is more 
likely to happen—when children, wise- 
ly taught, pass it back to their elders, 
our country is going to start to live 
up to its ideals . . .ideals that made 
possible the greatest growth any nation 
ever had. 

So it would seem that the less we 
use our power, as such, and the more 
we show our respect for the rights 
and privileges of all other peoples of 
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the world, the closer we’re going to get 
to that not-impossible peace that’s al- 
ways in the hearts of all men of good- 
will. 

Our own United States is a God- 
given country. It has been made so 
grand by men with red, black, yellow 


‘and white faces; by Catholics, Jews 


and Protestants; by People who came 
from Norway, China, Australia, 


Poland, England, Italy and many, 


many other countries. All of these 
races, creeds, nationalities and peoples 
have come together into one nation. 
When it first-began on its tottering 
legs, sophisticates and cynics said it 
couldn’t be done; those same destruc- 
tive forces have always tried to pre- 
vail and still today are around in large 
numbers. I know that it will always 
remain “one nation indivisible, with 
liberty and justice for all.” 


(Editorial Contd. from page 1) 


steps, it has opened the door silently and entered our studies. We turn desperately the 
leaves of our sacred writings searching for some word that will relieve us of the neces- 
sity of answering this stranger by our elbow. But he has no concern with our embarrass- 
ment. He is the American Gleichschaltung. He requests us to enlist in the crusade. His 
request may be politely phrased, but he will not be put off any longer. If we want to 
remain in the society of good Americans, if we want our children to be accepted by 
their playmates, in.fact if we want to eat, we must join the hue and cry. 


The banker-bishop-bombardier combination (Harriman, Hoover, Spellman, 
Dulles, Van Dusen, Lovett, Forrestal, Baruch, Proskauer, Marshall, MacArthur, Eisen- 
hower, Clay, Douglas, Msgr. Walsh, Robert Murphy, Halsey, Stettinius Associates) has 
with an insane cleverness whipped this country to a lather of war and suicide. No 
longer is the legislature an executive committee for the master class. The master class 
has moved in personally and the legislature and executive are of little importance any- 
more. : 

One thing can save us from disaster: a peace party must be formed at once. The 
sane elements remaining in this country must seek each other out and affiliate for this 
single purpose: peace. Everything else should be subordinated to this end. After peace 
has been assured, we may indulge the luxury once more of fighting among ourselves. 
Until then sane men will not quarrel. Anti-war elements must cease calling one another 
“Social Democrats” and “Reds.” 

The peace party should be more than a political party. It should be an educational 
pressure group. In its political expression it should be extremely careful to preserve its 
identity. Whether it should be a political bloc maintaining connection with both of the 
present parties or.should emerge as a'third party is a matter for political stategists to 
decide. We are not political, but we believe it is a false hope that either one of the 
present parties as they now stand can be used by the people in any genuine peace effort. 


(Cont'd. Page 15) 


HIERARCHY OVER LABOR 


By THOMAS BLEDSOE 


—The practice of the ACTU. 


EJECTION of the Association of 
Catholic Trade Unionists in the 
labor movement was recently express- 


ed in the best tradition of American . 


citizenship and democracy by a lead- 
ing trade unionist and Roman Cath- 
olic. 

“Opposed to it!” roared Dan Tobin, 
international president of the Feam- 
sters’ Union,’ when ‘asked what he 
thought of the Association of Cath- 
olic Trade Unionists (ACTU). “‘Un- 
equivocally opposed! I was born and 
raised a Catholic. I’ve tried to live by 
my religion and bring up my six 
children in the Faith. But a labor 
movement divided along religious 
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lines cannot survive’. 


When Mr. Tobin, who has been a 
Catholic for seventy-one years and 
president of a trade union for forty 
years, added the following to his un- 
qualified rejection of the ACTU, he 
showed a sound knowledge of Nazism 
in Germany: 

“We've got history to go 
by. It was the Catholic unions 
in Germany which split the 
mighty German_ workers’ 
movement and made _ things 
easy for Hitler with the bosses’ 
money in his jeans. ’m not 
going to let misguided people 
of my own faith do that here 
—not when we face the attack 
we're facing today’.” (“Revolt 
in the Driver’s Seat,” by James 
Higgins, The New Republic, 
July 28, 1947.) 


Unfortunately for the labor move- 
ment and for democracy not all mem- 


1 The International Brotherhood of Team- 
sters, Chauffeurs, Warechousemen and Helpers 
of America, affiliated with the American Fede- 


ration of Labor. 


bers of Mr. Tobin’s faith are as aware 
of the enemy within as he is. Sincere 
believers in democracy and in Roman 
Catholicism have been misguided and 
duped into supporting the ACTU. 
But others—neither misguided nor 
duped—are determined to thrust the 
ACTU into the whole labor move- 
ment and to foist its principles and 
practices upon all: Catholics, Protest- 
ants, Jews and non-believers, alike. 


The ACTU was, as we have seen,” 
organized to. force into American life 
the reactionary economic and social 
philosophy of the pope-kings of Vat- 
ican City. The disruptive practices of 
the ACTU are twofold. It injects into 
the trade union movement the ques- 
tion of religious belief, thus violating 
a fundamental principle of democracy 
by causing division along religious 
lines. It also aligns itself with employ- 
ers against employees, and consistent- 
ly unites with dissidént economic and 
political elements. 


Honeycombing the Newspaper Guild 


Among the nation’s most important 
organizations is the American News- 
paper Guild, CIO.* Newspapermen 
and women have a potent voice in 
defending freedom of the press. Their 
Guild is one of its most powerful 
champions. ACTU activity in the 
Guild is a) sordid story of intrigue, 
electioneering and alignment with re- 
actionary and disruptive elements that 
untolds in the lurid climate of a mys- 
tery thriller. 

The largest Guild local, which com- 
prises more than a third of the entire 


2 “Hierarchy Over Labor,” The Protestant, 
February-March and June-July, 1947. 

> Afbliated with International Organization 
of Journalists. 
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national membership, is the New York 
Guild, Local 3. The Catholic convert, 
Robert Stern, American correspon- 
dent for the European edition of the 
_ Herald-Tribune, is chairman of the 
Guild unit of the Herald Tribune and 
chairman of the ACTU branch in the 
New York Guild. Rev. J. Byrne of the 
ACTU states that Stern heads its 
Guild movement in this city. 


John C. Cort, associate editor of 
The Labor Leader, published by the 
ACTU in New York; and associate 
editor of the Catholic magazine, 
Commonweal, has recently become ac- 
tive in the Guild. The entire ACTU 
caucus in the Guild is small. It meets 
every third Friday at St. Paul’s Guild. 


This latter organization is not to be | 


confused with the Newspaper Guild. 
It was founded forty years ago to aid 
converts to Catholicism. 


Most of the disruption in the New 
York Guild has not been effected by 
the numerically small ACTU alone, 
but in collaboration with the reaction- 
ary Catholic Institute of the Press (the 
origin and background of which were 
fully treated in “The Catholic Insti- 
tute of the Press,” by Cliff Carlisle, 
THE PROTESTANT, August-Septem- 
‘ber, 1946) and other dissident groups. 
For example, the Times caucus meets 
in the offices of The New Leader, or- 
gan of Social Democracy. 


The ACTU coalition with The New 
Leader group is particularly signifi- 
cant because of the Guild activity of 
The New Leader contributor, Harry 
B. Crone. He joined the Guild late in 
1935. At that time he was on the staff 
of Justice, published by the Interna- 
tional Ladies’ Garment Workers Un- 
ion (ILGWU), affiliated with the AF 
of L. Crone is now director of publi- 
cations and radio for the ILGWU and 
is also known as a public relations rep- 
resentative of the Liberal Party. He 
was press representative for Dean Al- 
fange, American Labor Party candi- 
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date for governor of New York in 
1942. Later, Alfange was a leader of 
the dissident group that broke away 
from the American Labor Party to 
form the Liberal Party. 


When the Guild called a strike 
against the Jewish Day in 1941, from 
February to August, Crone and other 
Guild members of the staff of Justice, 
ILGWU publication, worked against 
the strike. After it was settled, these 
Guild members were brought to trial 
by a Guild board of inquiry on charg- 
es of having opposed the strike and 
were censured for their activity. 


An Anti-Union Union Leader 


David Dubinsky, president of the 
International Ladies’ Garment Work- 
ers Union (ILGWU) and Crone’s 
employer, also opposed this strike. 
ILGWU advertisements, even full 
page in size, were placed in the Jewish 
Day while the strike was on. A mem- 
ber of the ILGWU administration be- 
came manager of the Jewish Day, 
thus bolstering its management against 
the strikers. 


Our ACTU disruptive skein takes 
on a deeper complexity with the ap- 
pearance of Milton Murray, then pre- 
sident of the American Newspaper 
Guild, before the House Labor Com- 
mittee at hearings on the Taft-Hart- 
ley Bill. He red-baited the New York 
and Los Angeles Guilds and singled 
out John F. Ryan, executive vice-pres- 
ident of the New York Guild, as a 
Communist (N. Y. Times, March 16, 
1947). 


The Representative Assembly of the 
New York Guild rebuked Murray by 
a vote of 114 to 46 for having charged 
during the House Labor Committee 
hearings that their local was virtually 
under communistic control (N. Y. 
Times, March 20). 


The ACTU Labor Leader thrust 
itself into this situation with an ac- 
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count of the Representative Assem- 
bly’s rebuke to Murray. He spoke at 
the meeting as “an uninvited guest,” 
the account continues, but “confused 
the issue by stating that he had no ob- 
jection to the resolution” rebuking 
him and denying Guild control by any 
political party. 

Murray’s talk and a speech by Wal- 
ter Engels, described as a “former 
leader of the anti-CP forces,’ who 
called attention to the weakness of 
Murray’s leadership, to the eficctive- 
ness of the New York Guild execu- 
tives, and maintained that Commun- 
ism was not the issue, were claimed by 
The Labor Leader to have cost oppon- 
ents of the resolution votes. 


The ACTU publication then dwelt 
on the weakness of the “‘anti-CP’s” 
end their inability to clarify an issue. 
However, Robert Stern, above referred 
to, was singled out as having made a 
valiant effort. His Herald-Tribune 
delegation cast its votes against the 
resolution. The account concludes with 
a final, ; 


“Comment: It is possible to 
understand why anti-CP’s in 
the Guild might be dissatisfied 
with Milton Murray and his 
choice of Cong-ess for a forum 
in his fight with his opponents, 
who include the majority of 
the national executive board, 
nearly all anti- Communists 
themselves.” (The Labor Lead- 
er, March 28). 


Evidently taking this ACTU call 
for a more effective clarification of 
“issues” and expert . maneuvering, 
Crone, the ILGWU executive and con- 
tributor to The New Leader, stepped 
into ‘the background as a mentor of 
the opposition to the leadership of the 
Mew York Guild. He writes most of 
the propaganda put out by this group 
and presides at its caucuses. 


Late in October, Thomas J. Mur- 
phy, secretary-treasurer of the New 


Nov.-Dee. 


York Guild, announced his candidacy 
for executive vice-president, the posi- 
tion occupied by Ryan who was red- 
baited. The election will be held on 
December 18 and 19. Earlier when 
Ryan was attacked by Murray during 
the House hearings, Murphy support- 
ed Ryan. Father Byrne of the ACTU 
recently made the significant state- 
ment that Murphy, after wavering for 
a long time, had come over to the 
ACTU side. 

Father Byrne spoke in a similar 
manner of John E. Deegan, Guild or- 
ganizer, who is candidate for secret- 
ary-treasurer, the position now held 
by Murphy. Both Murphy and Dee- 
gan are candidates of the ACTU-Du- 
binsky-anti-Guild group opposed tc 
the administration of Guild president 
John T. McManus and Ryan. 

In September, on the eve of elec- 
tion of national officers of the Amer- 
ican Newspaper Guild and members 
to the international executive board, 
the apparently no longer wavering 
Murphy issued a statement calling for 
the elimination of Communists and 
fellow-travelers from leadership. 

McManus wrote him a letter calling 
upon him to repudiate his statement 
which could have no effect other than 
to split the Guild. Murphy’s reply to 
McManus is especially interesting for 
the connection it shows between Mur- 
phy and Crone of the ILGWU. Mur- 
phy’s letter bore secretarial initials 
indicating that it was typed by an em- 
ployee of the ILGWU general office 
and member of the Guild labor press 
unit who) is often observed at Guild 
meetings making notes of proceedings. 

ACTU members in their attacks 
upon the New York Guild administra- 
tion claim, among other things, that 
Frontpage, the Guild magazine, is too 
expensive; that its publication should 
be discontinued; and criticize it in 
general as one of the most skillful 
left-wing propaganda sheets in the 
country. But because of the ACTU’s 
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coalition with the Catholic Institute 
of the Press and other dissident elem- 
ents, Guild members are _ seeing 
through the ACTU’s guise of religion 


and see that it is not a bona fide trade 


union organization. 

Paradoxically, the ACTU program 
is considered as much too constructive 
for their purposes by many reaction- 
ary Catholic and other dissident 
groups in the Guild. The trade union 
origin of the ACTU probably enters 
into the unfavorable attitude towards 
it manifested by these elements who 
have rallied around the Catholic In- 
stitute of the Press, the strongholds of 
which are Hearst’s Journal-American, 
the Daily News and similar publica- 
tions, and even in a few respectable 
conservative newspapers. 

Indicative of the character of the 
Catholic Institute of the Press is the 
presence on its executive board of 
Martin Quigley, a publisher who has 
fought the Newspaper Guild for years. 
Thomas Brennan, anti-labor attorney 
who handles all union negotiations for 
Hearst, lectures at the Institute’s 
school to prepare Roman Catholic 
youth for newspaper work. 

In New England the ACTU situa- 
tion is comparable to that in New 
York. The Boston Guild is predomin- 
ant in the New England area where 
the ACTU is considered to be too 
progressive and therefore suspect. But 
the story is entirely reversed in Detroit 
where the ACTU controls the entire 
Guild local. Paul Weber of The Wage 
Earner, ACTU’s Detroit publication, 
is a full time official of the ACTU. 
Until recently he was secretary of the 
Newspaper Guild of Detroit. The 
Guild and ACTU have adjoining ofh- 
ces. In the Detroit area several small 
Guild locals in other parts of Michigan 
and in northern Ohio are strongly in- 
fluenced by the ACTU. 

The Pittsburgh Guild situation is 
similar to that in Detroit. ACTU 
Rev. Charles Owen Rice runs the 
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Pittsburgh show from behind the 
scenes, but -more openly thrusts him- 
self into trade union affairs of other 
organizations. 

ACTU membership in the New 
York Guild is small and even suspect 
by reactionary fellow Catholics. But 
this is not true of the Catholic Insti- 
tute of the Press. Communion break- 
fasts of the Catholic Institute of the 
Press are attended by as many as two 
hundred members. They also talk 
openly of secession from the Guild. 

ACTU alignment with dissident 
and reactionary elements was evident 
in the election of national officers of 
the American Newspaper Guild 
(ANG) and of members to the inter- 
national executive board held in Sep- 
tember. i 

Two of the New York candidates 
are known ACTU members. Robert 
Stern, earlier referred to, was candi- 
date for national vice-president at 
large. The final results of the national 
referendum, New York local, show 
that Stern led opposing candidates in 
the votes cast by Guild members of 
the following New York units: Acme, 
American Weekly (Hearst), Bronx 
Home News, Commonweal, Herald- 
Tribune (where Stern is chairman of 
the Guild unit), I] Progresso (Stern 
tied for first place), International 
News Photos (Hearst), International 
News Service (Hearst), Journal-Am- 
erican (Hearst) and Daily News 
(strongholds of the Catholic Institute 
of the Press), Post, Scholastic, Stand- 
ard & Poor’s, and United Press. 

The election of Stern was hailed by 
the ACTU Labor Leader, September 
30, as an anti-Communist victory. He 
was identified in the article as an 
ACTU member. So was another can- 
didate, Ralph Novak, Detroit Guild, 
who was elected to, “the important 
post of [national] secretary-treas- 
urer.” 

John T. McManus of PM, president 
of the New York Guild, was candidate 
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for re-election as vice-president, region 
5. His opponent was Victor Leo of the 
Journal-American advertising depart- 
ment and chairman of that paper’s 
Guild unit where the Catholic Insti- 
tute of the Press is particularly strong. 
Edward A. Mahar, assistant city edit- 
or of the Journal-American, was a 
founder of the Catholic Institute of 
the Press and is one of its spearheads. 


Leo carried the high vote in the 
same Guild units that Stern carried, 
but McManus was elected, having re- 
ceived the higher total number of 
votes cast. The Labor Leader in its 
election story, above cited, referred 
to McManus as the “only pro-Com- 
munist elected to the 13-man execu- 
tive board.’ Leo is mentioned as his 
unsuccessful opponent, but is not 
identified as an ACTU member—per- 
haps because he was not elected. How- 
ever, ACTU Father Byrne has identi- 
fied Leo as an ACTU member. 


One other point of vital importance 
in connection with the American 
Newspaper Guild . national election 
must be referred to. This was the 
model dues scale voted on at the same 
time. Every Guild local throughout 
the country has its own dues schedule. 
The model scale would provide that 
members earning the same salary pay 
the same dues. 

The New York Guild leadership 
and the majority of members support- 
ed the model dues scale, as shown by 
local election returns. But the Cath- 
olic Institute of the Press and other 
dissident elements opposed the dues in- 
crease and thereby opposed the na- 
tional convention action. Catholic In- 
stitute of the Press supporters in the 
Daily News unit openly circulated pe- 
titions against the dues increase. It is 
significant that the dues proposal, 
which was considered as non-political 
and essential to the fundamental sta- 
bility of the Guild, lost in many units 
led by the ACTU-Dubinsky candi- 


dates and their followers. 


Nov.-Dec. 


Guild Members Trounce Reaction 


Evidence of more reactionary dis- 
ruptive activity on the part of the 
Catholic Institute of the Press in col- 
laboration with other groups came to 
light during the Representative As- 
sembly of the New York Guild, Oc- 
tober 8 and 15, described as the most 
turbulent meeting in the Guild’s his- 
tory (Frontpage, November, maga- 
zine of the New York Guild). 


At the first session, according to the 
Frontpage report, the Bronx Home 
News unit introduced a- resolution 
which proposed: 

“That Communists and pro- 
Communists in the leadership 
of the New York Guild must 
either retire or be retired by 
the votes of the members, and 
that all candidates for office be 
required to state clearly their 
position on the question of 
Communism in the Guild.” 


A long and stormy debate followed. 
Several speakers challenged the con- 
stitutionality of the resolution. Final- 
ly, McManus moved that the Repres- 
entative Assembly return the com- 
munication to the Bronx Home News 
unit, “with the advice from the RA 
[Representative Assembly] that part 
of its content. contravenes the consti- 
tution of the ANG [American News- 
paper Guild], and, as such, is out of 
order.” 

This motion was carried by a vote 
of 104 to 55. Chairman of the Bronx 
Home News unit is Thomas Brennan, 
not the Hearst attorney but one of the 
most actiye leaders of the opposition 
to the Guild leadership and _ foe 
of all political action by the Guild. 


A petition expressing sentiments si- 
milar to the Bronx Home News reso- 
lution was read by Anthony Stella 
which he said was signed by 215 mem- 
bers of the Times Guild unit. Mem- 
bers of this unit protested against the 
petition read by Stella on the grounds 
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that, “it was not representative of the 
unit’s sentiment, that it had been cir- 
culated without knowledge of the 
unit’s officers.” 


. 


“A resolution by the Journal-Ameri- 
can Guild unit similar to that of the 
Bronx Home News was introduced at 
a later session. The Representative As- 
sembly rejected it without dissent. 


When McManus and the majority 
of the Representative Assembly took 
the position that the above resolutions 
contravene the constitution of the 
American Newspaper Guild they were 
on solid ground. Article II, section 8 
of its constitution reads: 


“No eligible person shall be 
barred from membership or 
penalized by reason of sex, race, 
or religious or political convic- 
tions, or because of anything 
he writes for publication.” 


A pamphlet entitled Our Frugal 
Bosses, recently issued by the New 
York Guild, points out that there has 
been much debate over the meaning of 
the above section, but that most mem- 
bers agree it means exactly what it 
says. 
af- 


the 


“This sensible state of 
fairs,’ the writers of 


(Editorial Cont'd. from Page 9) 
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pamphlet astutely conclude, 
“is distressing to many publish-" 
ers, who never allow political 
differences to weaken their 
own solid front against the 
unions but in their quiet, help- 
ful way do all they can to pro- 
mote discord within the Guild. 
It’s their last hope. If you 
can’t break a union on the 
picket line, you try an inside 
job.” 

The bold challenge to the consti- 
tution of the American Newspaper 
Guild and attempts by ACTU, Cath- 
olic Institute of the Press and other 
reactionary elements to contravene it 
are in keeping with the precedent es- 
tablished by hierarchy spokesmen who, 
following the Vatican line, advocate 
contravening or nullifying that pro- 
vision in the Constitution of the Unit- 
ed States which guarantees the separ- 
ation of Church and State. The align- 
ment of reactionary Catholic elements 
represented. by the ACTU and the 
Catholic Institute of the Press with 
general political and economic reac- 
tion is also in line with reaction’s as- 
sault now under way upon the entire 
Bill of Rights and organized labor. 

(To be continued) 


Mr. David Lawrence, editor of United States News, speaks for a section of busi- 


- ness at least some of which is Republican. In article after article he has been crying out 
against the war hysteria, against the Truman Doctrine, against all our diplomatic mis- 
takes leading to war. On the Democratic side are leaders like Wallace and Pepper. 
There is thé section of labor which understands the gravity of the war issue. There are 
small businessmen who could be taught what Gleichschaltung will mean to them. Un- 
fortunately Jewish leadership (Stephen Wise is a notable exception) has -been sadly 
blind to this issue. Worse, Protestant leadership has been giving countenance to the 
Red-Fascist myth which is the breath of war, and the Roman Catholic bishops never 

_ stop bleating for the blood of the Bear. Yet there,is a vast body of rank and file free 

ministers and rabbis and even priests who are restive under the tri-faith fascist leader- 

ship. They could be rallied and in turn could rally multitudes to the Crusade for Peace. 


THE WISTOW CONFERENCE 


By STANLEY EVANS 


Sie Marx and Engels first wrote 

in 1848 “A spectre is haunting 
Europe—the spectre of Communism,” 
the body of thought which they enun- 
ciated and which became the guid- 
ing force of social revolution, has 
increasingly challenged the Christian 
Churches. 


There is a growing literature in 
Christianity and Communism. Some of 
it is vituperative of Communism, some 
of Christianity, some of it looks for 
points of contact. The significant fact 
is its existence. 


Despite this, however, and despite 
the fact that in the U.S.S.R., in Yugo- 
slavia, and in other countries, it is not 
possible for the Churches to ignore the 
Communist challenge, it remains fash- 
ionable in England and America for 
Church leaders to remain in complete 
ignorance of Marxism and to despise 
with lofty indifference that~ which 
fear dictates that they do not study. 


Archbishop Temple knew better 
than this. He realized keenly the chal- 
lenge and importance of Marxism and 
when, as Bishop of Manchester in 1934 
he delivered the Gifford Lectures on 
“Nature, Man, and God” he said; “I 
believe that the Dialectical Material- 
ism of Marx, Engels and Lenin has so 
strong an appeal to the minds of many 
of our contemporaries, and has so 
strong a foundation in contemporary 
experience, that only a Dialectic more 
comprehensive in its range of appre- 
hension and more thorough in its ap- 
preciation of the interplay of factors 
in the real world, can overthrow it or 
seriously modify it as a guide to 
action.” 


. 

This serious approach to Mafxism 
has not been general in the Churches. 
It was therefore encouraging in Aug- 
ust of this year to find the Wistow 
Centre arranging a conference of 


Christians and Communists to discuss 
Marxism. - 


The Wistow Centre came into ex- 
istence during the war as a centre for 
German refugees run under the aus- 
pices of the World Council of Church- 
es. It became largely a German Theo- 
logical College. It now continues with 
a German Warden and an English Sec- 
retary as a centre for ecumenical pur- 
poses run by an independent commit- 
tee on which, however, the World 
Council of Churches is represented by 
its Secretary Oliver Tomkins. 


The form of the Conference was a 
series of statements on Marxism given 
in the mornings by a French Domin- 
ican, Pére Désroches, and replied to by 
the Communist, Dr. John Lewis. At 
the other sessions of the day there was 
a general discussion with contributions 
made by Czechoslovaks, English, 
French, Italians, Swiss, Germans, and 
others. 


Pére Désroches discussed Marxism 
first as materialism. It stood philosoph- 
ically, he argued, for the primacy of 
nature over spirit, for the primacy of 
process or dynamic action over being, 
for the primacy of the masses over 
ruling minorities, and morally for the 
primacy of collective determinism 
over individual initiative. 


It became clear that as a Thomist he 
was in fundamental agreement philos- 
ophically with dialectical materialism 
and accepted what he called the prim- 
acy of nature or matter. 


In this set of discussions there were 
some disagreements between him and 
Dr. Lewis on the meaning of Marxism. 
Lewis found Désroches’ approach 
sometimes too academic and abstract. 
It tended to mechanism and obscured 
the fact that Marxism did not stand 
for a simple mechanical determinism 
—A, therefore B, therefore C. ‘etc., 
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but regarded both natural and histor- 
ical processes as creative at every point. 

He also found it much too simple to 
oppose individual initiative and collec- 
tive determinism. There was a constant 
interplay of the two. 

In the second part of his scheme 
Désroches discussed Marxism as Com- 
munism. This began with a discussion 
of “The Dialectical Theory of His- 
tory,’ and the conception of aliena- 
tions, that is a state of division, de. 
rangement, disorientation, antithesis 
between the prehistorical unity and 
the final unity of mankind in a class- 
less society. He set out the main alter- 
natives as those of the family, the 
economic, the political, and the relig- 
ious. 

The family alienation was the div- 
ision caused by the capitalist system 
and bourgeois morality, the inequality 
between the sexes, the position of de- 
pendence within the family, etc. 

The economic alienation was the 
division within capital and labour, 
between industry and agriculture, bet- 


ween manual and intellectual work, 


competition etc. 

The political alienation was between 
the state and the people and was also 
reflected within every individual. 

The religious alienation was the in. 
terior division of men until atheism, 
by eliminating the religious conscience 
restored the unity of their existence. 


In all this he stressed that Marxism 


was not a dogma but a guide to action. 


A final section dealt with Marxism 
as atheism. It discussed the practical 
and theoretical grounds of Marx’s at- 
titude to religion. The religious aliena- 
tion, it said, was a mental phenomenon, 
faith was obscufantist and a mystifi- 
cation; as a sociological phenomenon, 
the church was a reactionary force in 
a progressing society; as a theological 
phenomenon, the false division into 
this-worldly and other-worldly; and 
as a mystical phenomenon, the ecstatic 
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alienation or disassociation of religious 
experience and life. 

Had the Communist, John Lewis, 
been opening the discussions it is un- 
likely that he would have schematized 
Marxism in quite this way. Neverthe- 
less Désroches’ approach was not only 
a very serious attempt to understand 
what Marxism is, but showed a sub- 
stantial measure of agreement with it 
even including a real understanding 
of the Marxist criticism of religion. 

On the one occasion when Lewis was 
able to make the initial statement, 
which he devoted to a Marxist state- 
ment of the Christian faith in Biblical 
terms pointing to the New Jerusalem 
“in which there is no temple,” there 
was again a wide area of agreement. 

However they might differ in cer- 
tain philosophical formulations it was 
quite clear that, in theory at any rate, 
Lewis and Désroches could travel a 
long way together. 

The same can be said of a substan- 
tial proportion of the Conference. A 
professor and a minister from Prague, 
a French trade unionist, Anglican 
clerics and writers were all agreed: on 
the relevance of Marxism to the world 
situation, its challenge to the Church- 
es, and the considerable common 
ground between a real Christianity 
and Communism. 

This was not a Conference at which 
either votes were taken or formula- 
tions attempted. It was for discussion 
only so it can not be stated that this 
or that percentage were prepared to 
assent to this or that proposition. Not 
all present made their position clear. 
But in addition to those who saw wide 
agreement there was present a further, 
if smaller, significant group whose 
spokesmen were a Swiss Schoolmaster 
and an Italian Schoolmaster. 

They would have none of this agree- 
ment. Marxism did not really analyze 
man. It was too superficial. It ignored 
sin. It left out God. What can you 
really do with a depraved human na- 
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ture? The Kingdom is not of this 
world. 

“There is,’ said the Swiss Pastor, 
“a crisis of knowledge in the Univer- 
sities. Till this is solved how could we 
hope to discuss with any certainty? 
Had not this man said? Had not that 
man written?” 

In other words this Wistow Confer- 
ence showed what is really happening 
in the theological and philosophical 
world of our day. The alleged division 
between Christian and non-Christian, 
between religious and atheist, is whol- 
ly false. The real division is between 
those whether Marxist or Christian, 
who accept reality and the possibility 
of man’s apprehending reality and 
who, for all the difficulties and dangers, 
seek a way forward, and those who, 
theist or atheist, either deny the pos- 
sibility of man’s apprehending reality, 
or deny the unity and therefore mean- 
ing of morality. These are they who 
see no hope, who spread confusion and 
defeatism, whether in the name of a 
Hitler or a wholly-other God. 

Perhaps the most interesting thing 
about the Wistow Conference was the 
line-up of Christians with Commun- 
ists against Christians. 

The supremely interesting fact, as 
the argument proceeded was that the 
second group of Christians, in attack- 
ing Marxism, were abandoning theism. 

The Report of the Commission on 
Christian Doctrine (appointed by the 
Archbishops of the two English Prov- 
inces) had some: important things to 
say on the universe and on history. 
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One passage ran: “The created uniy- 
erse is historic; that is to say it not only 
persists through successive moments of 
time, but is such that part of its signi- 
ficance and value depends on the proc- 
ess through which it develops; alike as 
ultimate existence and as supreme good 
God must be concerned with and ac- 
tive in this aspect of it, and therefore 
neither God Himself nor the temporal 
process should be conceived in any way 
which would deprive that process of 
ultimate significance.” 

There is a growing group of “Chris- 
tians,” who had their representatives 
at Wistow, who see in this process no 
meaning and no ultimate significance. 
Inevitably they do what .the Arch- 
bishops’ Report goes on to suggest. 
“Any other view either makes history 
and the moral struggle meaningless, or 
else finds in them a meaning which is 
irrelevant to God, so that He is not, 
after all, the supreme and all-inclusive 
good.” 

These people see no meaning in his- 
tory. To them the essence of moral 
struggle is not taking sides in the world 


_ struggle. Their struggle is only to reach 
a fence on which to sit above the 
struggle. 


What they fail to see is that, theo- 
retically and in practice, this way there 
is no God. 

So we are left with perhaps the 
grandest of all the contradictions, that 


the deepest fundamentals of theism 


are now guarded by a minority of the 
Christians and a majority of the Athe- 
ist Communists. 


PAPAL WAR-MONGERING 


Pope Pius told members of the United States House of Representatives 
Armed Services Committee on October 8 that only force could bring to terms 


some enemies of justice. 


In an earlier audience with a group of American Legion pilgrims, be warned 


that the Bill of Rights might be lost in a 


“hloodless battle.” 


In an address to a joint Congressional Committee investigating the United 
States information program in Europe, the Pope compared the present situation 


with that of the Crusade in 1571, when ‘ 


‘powers representing Christian civili- 


cation united to defeat the colossal threat from the East.” 


—New York Times 


THE GROWING CRISIS IN BRITAIN 


By FRANK JELLINEK 


—the biggest interests are no longer really 


working against Social-Democracy but through it. 


PEHIND the manoeuvers for position 


that have accompanied the recent Cab- 

inet changes in Britain lies a far more im- 

portant tightening of the alliance between 

U. S. and British capital and the begin- 

ning of its reflection in politics. 

Realization of this new drive motivated 
the formal creation of the new Comin- 
form, headquartered at Belgrade. It is the 
key to the fact that the really big inter- 
ests are no longer putting their cash into 
the British Conservative Party, are no 
longer interested in forcing the Labor 

Government to take them into coalition. 

They are already inside the Cabinet, rep- 

resented, knowingly or unknowingly, by 

the new managerial technocrats around 

Cripps and the Catholic Trade Union bur- 

eaucrats and soldiers around Bevin. 

Shortly before the cabinet changes, the 
news of the existence of the World Com- 
merce Corporation “leaked” in London. 

In New York the Corporation got a big 

play from Time magazine which, with the 

London Economist, is the best informed 

organ of the new finance international. Its 

paid-in capital is only $1,000,000, but 

Time notes that “it has unlimited capital 

resources among its potent U. S., British 

and Canadian backers.” It has representa- 
tives in 47 countries and subsidiaries in 
six. 

Main backers are the Stettinius Associ= 
ates. Stettinius is U. S. Steel. With him are 
General Electric’s chairman Philip D. Reed, 
ex-Under Secretary of State Joseph G. 
Grew, former Ambassador to Japan, and 
Admiral William F. Halsey, Pacific naval 
expert. On the board are representatives 
of Mellon, Transamerica Corp. (Gian- 
nini), Bache and Co. and Glore, Forgan 
and Co. From London come Hambro’s 
Bank and Robert Benson and Co, Ltd. Sir 
William~ Stephenson, an Anglo-Canadian 
industrialist, was the initiator of World 
Commerce Corp. using a team from his 
wartime job in the British Security Co-or- 
dination in the Western Hemisphere. With 
him is William J. Donovan, former O.S.S. 


head, Stephenson’s U.S. opposite number. 
Important participator is the New York 
firm Ladenburg Thalmann. 


Time describes one of the Corporation’s 
ventures—the virtual acquisition of Lib- 
eria—as ‘“‘a mixture of free-trading ideal- 
ism and hard-headed business.” It refuses 
to believe according to Time, that “when 
a country is without dollars it must cease 
trading.” It just clears its existence with 
“‘Stetua 


In the big brokerage houses of London, 
in the quiet, very expensive restaurants 
and bars, they are talking of a new, semi- 
secret Third Party. The talk runs around 
a tight, very intelligent, very wealthy 
Anglo-American set—which has made his- 
tory before. The name of Lord Astor, 
publisher of the Sunday Odserver, is dis- 
creetly mentioned. The so-called Cliveden 
set has apparently learned everything and 
forgotten everything. The  semi-secret 
Third Party men do not denounce the 
“Socialist” Government, they approve of 
it. They consider the Conservative Party 
as possibly no longer of any real use but 
still worth keeping in existence. The Third 
Party is not the hopeless Liberal Party. It 
is not yet a Party at all, but a clique. It 
may become the most important factor in 
England, as the Cliveden Set was in its day. 

The big money no longer goes to the 
Tory Party. For the first time in its history, 
this year it appealed for $4,000,000 as a 
political fighting fund at the Annual Con- 
ference at Brighton. 


When the younger Tories cheered 


‘speeches at the Brighton Conference de- 


manding a crusade against Communism 
and injecting the anti-Semitic issue, the 
big interests represented by Astor disap- 
proved. Lord Astor’s Observer hailed the 
defeat of the old-fashioned Baldwin-Cham- 
berlain policy but warned that a new 
Right Wing may emerge somewhat like 
the reviving Fascist gangsterism of Oswald 
Moseley. 

Astor’s group favors the so-called In- 
dustrial Charter worked out by Harold 


20 THE PROTESTANT 


Macmillan, party inner strategist, and R. 
A, Butler. This virtually accepts the na- 
tionalization of coal, the Bank of England, 
the railways, gas and electricity. “There is 
no real point in changing the status of the 
Bank of England,” the Obdserver’s Polit- 
ical Correspondent wrote. Labor M.P.’s on 
the deputation which announced to the 
entrenched financiers of the Bank that the 
new status had arrived say privately that 
there was-no sign of anyone there taking it 
seriously. 

But the Bank is no longer entirely the 
Bank of England. Wall Street has secured 
an important hold on South African gold, 
‘which is likely to influence financial policy 
behind the scenes. A year ago a Wall Street 
group headed by Lazard Fréres and Laden- 
burg Thalmann bought into Anglo-Trans- 
vaal Consolidated Investment Company 
which controlled the Anglo-Transvaal 
Company. Now Anglo-Transvaal has 
gained control of the New Union Gold- 
fields Company, which in turn controls 
more than 100 goldmining companies in 
the Union of South Africa. 

Ladenburg Thalmann is a member of 
the World Commerce Corporation. 

This is the real background of the 
changes in the “Labor” Cabinet. 

The changes turned on the position of 
Bevin, Cripps, Shinwell and Aneurin 
(“Nye”) Bevan. The rumors that Attlee 
might resign and hand over to Bevin were 
put around mainly by the wishful-think- 
ers around Lord Beaverbrook, who, like 
Churchill, has consistently hoped that 
Bevin would come out as an open Con- 
servative in a sudden access of “vision” 
like his adhesion to Empire Free Trade at 
the TUC Southport Conference—which 
the Economist called “nonsensical.” 

The miners, the strategic key union in 
the present crisis, stood by Emmanuel 
Shinwell, Minister for Fuel. Shinwell has 
an erratic record in the Labor Movement, 
but the miners were grateful for his spon- 
sorship of the five-day week, their biggest 
conquest after one of the bitterest and 
longest struggles in the history of British 
trade unionism. Arthur Horner, Commun- 
ist general secretary of the National Min- 
ers Union, said publicly that the Labor 
Movement would be greatly disturbed if 
Shinwell were forced out. This did not 


represent particularized Communist strat- 
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egy. Horner was backed by the entire 
NMU and by the rank and file of the 
most important unions. 

Shinwell has been the particular target 
of the Tories and the Right Social-Democ- 
rats, On one occasion he said he does not 
care a tinker’s cuss for the middle class. 
In its context, the remark was a perfectly 
good working class statement. It was taken 
up and twisted in the Tory press until it 
became their slogan. 

Morrison, the political boss of the La- 
bor Party—of which Shinwell is President 
—has been wooing the middle-class vote 
in the hopes.of preserving a last Social- 
Democrat resource against resurgent Con- 
servatives. Bevin, with his trade union fol- 
lowing, is his other card. Ernie Bevin is 
now passing through the middle class to 
the higher reaches of the plutocracy—if 
not personally, certainly politically, 

Shinwell was shifted to the War Office. 
Here he will conflict with Field Marshal 
Montgomery whose tour round the world 
was abruptly halted when the question of 
cutting British forces abroad arose. Mont- 
gomery, who still retains a military popu- 
larity with the civilian middle class second 
only to Mountbatten, declared ‘‘the forces 
will not be slashed.” At the War Office, 
Shinwell finds himself surrounded by Bev- 
in’s men. , 

The case of Aneurin Bevan has been 
largely misunderstood outside English pol- 
itical circles. U. S. papers follow his own 
friends’ organ, the weekly Tribune, in pro- 
claiming him the outstanding figure of the 
Left. There was a quite widespread im- 
pression that Bevan was holding firm for 
the Left and refusing to budge. Trade 
unionists felt that a good job for Bevan is 
still a good thing for the Left. The fact 
is that Bevan supported the dismissal of 
Shinwell at the fiercest moment of the 
struggle—on the grounds that he was not 
strong enough to stand up to Horner and 
the Communists. 

Bevan’s well-known strategy is to wait 
for opposition criticism to pile up against 
him and then blast it with a striking ar- 
ray of facts and oratory. Undoubtedly this 
is his present tactic in retaining the Minis- 
try of Housing at a moment when housing 
schemes are being cut to the bone. When 
the attack is launched on him on the 
grounds that his Ministry has built no 
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-houses, he will have an unanswerable case 
showing that his attackers were the very 
‘people who prevented building. But that 
has little to do with the real Leftist job of 
finding a Socialist solution to Britain’s 
crisis. 

Bevan forced the acceptance of | his 
wealthy supporter, G. R. Strauss, whose 
income at one time—inherited from his 
metal merchant father—was estimated at 
$160,000 a year and whose Leftism is 
shown by the fact that for some time he 
was virtually the patron of Arthur Koest- 
ler. 

Bevan’s position was parallelled by that 
of many of the Keep Left group of so- 
called Rebels, who in fact are neither 
Rebels nor Left, but highly ambitious 
young technicians. Attlee punished them 
for their mild criticism of Bevin and Mor- 
rison by failing to call upon them to serve 
with Bevan. 

Sir Stafford Cripps was the key appoint- 
ment, head of Economic Planning. He was 
at once hailed by the Federation of Brit- 
ish Industries and by Winston Churchill. 
Nearly all the Trade Union men appointed 
as departmental heads are friends of Bevin. 
But even more striking is the number of 
new ‘intellectuals,’ men of around 40, 
educated at Public School and University. 
The New Statesman, which has often acted 
as a platform for the “Rebels’”—none of 
whom got jobs—called the outfit correct- 
ly ‘fa Fabian collective.” 

“Sir Stafford Cripps has boldly preferred 
brains to trade union experience... Mr. 
Bevin, on the other hand, has preserved his 
domain from the dangerous inroads of So- 
cialist thinking, by preferring loyalty to 
competence,” The New Statesman said. 

The few new officials who have had any 
experience in the Labor Movement belong- 
ed to the old Independent Labor Party or 
to the Fabian Society, both hostile to the 
USSR. But at least they had the experience 
of the Movement, the strikes, the picket 
lines, the stench of mine or foundry. The 
majority of the new men have had exper- 
ience only of management or the lecture 
hall. The rank and file does not specifically 
object to past upper-class education, but 
there are some who feel that Attlee’s new 
team have had nothing else but. 

Coupled with the new drive of the really 
powerful backstage Conservative forces 
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linked with the same forces in the United 
States, the Cabinet reorganization is like- 
ly to deepen the rift between the Govern- 
ment and the Labor Movement. When the 
miners openly stated that removal of Shin- 
well was an insult to the Labor Party, of 
which Shinwell is chairman, organs of all 
sections bitterly assailed this “unexampled”’ 
effort to put pressure on a Government 
from outside Parliament. The campaign 
extended to the News-Chronicle, whose 
editor A. J. Cummings is now the leading 
Red-baiter in the-London press, to the La- 
bor Party’s Daily Herald, to Bevan’s Trib- 
une and even to the London Times, whose 
comments during the past year have re- 
gained for it the reputation it held 100 
years ago. Not one of these papers men- 
tioned that it has always been common for 
the great capitalist interests to dictate di- 
rectly to Premiers like Baldwin and Cham- 
berlain and indirectly to. Attlee. The real 
danger was expressed by The New States- 
man which correctly stressed that ‘there 
is a danger that the working class may 
come to think of this Government not as 
‘us’ but as ‘them.’ ” 

Cripps’ main effort as economic dicta- 
tor will be to starve “non-essential” in- 
dustries of manpower and raw materials 
and direct these to export. Inevitably— 
although no one mentions it—this must 
play into the hands of the huge combines 
of heavy industry and bulk exporting and 
cause an even greater concentration of 
capital. There is, in fact, no reason at all 
why the very biggest financial powers 
should object to “Socialist” direction, 
whatever they may put out in the way of 
“private enterprise” propaganda in pub- 
lic and through the Conservative Party. 
The Conservative Industrial Charter pro- 
vides for decontrol only as soon as it be- 
comes feasible. The big industries will seek 
decontrol from the Government precisely 
at the moment when they can control the 
Government. 

The Tory opponents of the Labor Gov- 
ernment charge that Attlee’s watered So- 
cialism is “verging on Fascism.” But Fas- 
cism will come, if it comes, as the result 
of Social-Democracy’s failure to achieve 
labor unity, not as the result of a tighten- 
ing up of Socialist structure and policy. 

Parliamentary observers speculate that 
“Nye” Bevan might stagé a dramatic 
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“push to the Left,” possibly on the ques- 
tion of the House of Lords, which will at- 
tempt to hamstring any legislation to na- 
tionalize steel. The slogan ‘the Peers ver- 
sus the People” was invented and often 
used by that most skilled of demagogues 
David Lloyd George. Bevan might get 
away with it. But “Nye” Bevan is even 
more bitterly anti-Communist than Ernie 
Bevin. The apparent swing to the Left 
would in fact merely strengthen the posi- 
tion of the really big capitalists by provid- 
ing what they are after, a “Leftist” who 
will fanatically split and suppress the 
workers as Noske did in the German Rev- 
olution in 1919. 

Despite the intrigues of high finance be- 
hind the scenes, the achievement of their 
aims—complete control of British econ- 
omy and control of labor by the creation 
of “healthy unemployment,” about. 2,000- 
000 jobless, according to the London Econ- 
omist— will not be at all easy. Tories 
themselves admit that it was the labor 
movement that put its own government 
in, in 1945, and that sooner or later the 
people will demand Socialist action, since 
that is the only kind of action that can ob- 
tain the kind of results they want. 

The Economist stated recently: ‘The 
balance of power in England—2,000,000 
to 4,000,000 votes—lies with the middle 
class. The evidence is that the British 
middle class today wholeheartedly accepts 
the need for some purposive direction of 
economic affairs. It wants the state to try 
to influence the economic environment in 
which it lives.” The paper went on to 
say that this “decisive sector of opinion” 
has not yet turned back to the Tories and 
hesitates to do so. “The Labor Party is 
faced with the need of sufficient moral 
courage to suspend its long-term policy 
for a short-term policy which seems to go 
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: 
in the opposite direction,” the Economis ’ 
added. 


The reason, in fact, for so much of th. 


_confusion abroad about the position of th. 


Labor Party is that the biggest interest 
are no longer really working against So 
cial-Democracy but through it. Astor™ 
Observer and Bracken’s Economist very 
often read as if they were written by som) 
intelligent Laborite who had fled the poli 
tical idiocy of the Labor Party organ, thy 
Daily Herald, or the moral degeneration 0%} 
the Liberal News-Chronicle. 

The rank and file of Tory politicians. 
the small businessmen who were doomec 
by the monopolies in any case still dream 
of “getting the present gang out of 
power.” 

But 62-year-old Steven James Lindsay 
Hardie, chairman of the British Oxygen 
Company, vice-chairman of the Metal In- 
dustries Ltd., a director of 27 companies 
and one of the wealthiest men in England 
has joined the Labor Party. 

Hardie said “the future of England de- 
pends on the Labor Party. It is important 
that industrialists should make the Gov- 
ernment successful.” To this end, he ap- 
proved nationalization of public utilities. 
A metal manufacturer, he did not think 
that steel could be nationalized. 

British Oxygen directly controls eight 
companies with interests in South Africa, 
Australia, India and Norway. Metal In- 
dustries Ltd. makes a wide variety of 
metal products ranging from household 
goods to shipping. 

It is becoming increasingly clear that 
the really sinister Anglo-American finan- 
cial forces do not care a tinker’s cuss 
about Tories or Socialists anymore. They 
fight for complete power because they are 
otherwise doomed, their whole system. 


ARCHBISHOP OF YORK DEFENDS RUSSIANS 


Giving his impressions of his recent visit to the Soviet Union and Germany, 
Dr. Cyril Garbett, Archbishop of York, told a literary luncheon in London, 
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“I came away more convinced than ever that we in this country ought to 
take no part or give any support to those appeals which are sometimes made to 
us from the other side of the Atlantic by lining up against Russia and against 


communism,” 


—New York Times 


y WILLIAM BRANDT 


ETWEEN the two magnetic poles of 


our socio-economic globe, the capital- 


iet Union, there stretch vast wastelands 
got backwardness and misery, countries not 
Jfully emerged from feudalism, countries 
neither capitalistic nor socialistic, not self- 
sufficient entities in any sense; countries 
exposed to the violent fluctuations of the 
world market, countries with a disin- 
tegrating economy, yet fully enmeshed in 
the vicissitudes of international exchange 
transactions. 

These countries, from Greece to China, 
will hardly detest Socialism and embrace 
Free Enterprise, because socialism has never 
harmed them and foreign capital has never 
helped them. In these countries the peo- 
ple are powerless so that every outside in- 
fluence is judged according to whether. it 
contributes an ounce of constructive ener- 
gy to the struggling populace or, on the 
contrary, strengthens those forces that 
keep the people down and paralyze the 
popular will. 


A Kick In The Teeth 


In their present state, a stiff dose of the 
socialist prescription might kill them. On 
the other hand, administering capital 
could put them on the road of convales- 
cense provided it is not syphoned off into 
the coffers of their feudal rulers. To pre- 
vent this a radical change in the body 
politic is an indispensable 
That is why such political reform as 


precondition. 


would bring about even a minimum of 
the conditions necessary for capitalistic 
development is repressed by existing re- 


gimes. The tragedy is that these regimes’ 


are supported by our foreign policy. The 
Hoover-Truman doctrine is not a life pre- 
server; it is kicking a drowning man in 
the teeth. 


The Area of Conflict 


This area should always be kept firmly 
in mind in any serious discussion of al- 
ternatives in world politics, for this is 
the area of controversy between the USA 
and the USSR. 


ISTORY AND THE “COLD WAR” 


This area must be reckoned with as set- 
ting the terms and limits of both Americ- 
an and Russian action. It determines basic- 
ally what the USA and the USSR can or 
cannot do. In all moves and countermoves 
success or failure hinges upon which side 
promotes or thwarts economic, social and 
political progress within this area. This is 
not a question of force or propaganda; 
these can result only in pyrrhic victories. 

Such slogans as the Open Door and 
Freedom of the Seas did not in the inter- 
war period secure America’s world posi- 
tion. Why? To secure her position it was 
necessary that America’s economic super- 
iority should be asserted and exemplified 
in its constructive effects on the world’s 
backward areas. \£ American capital had 
dealt constructively with the backward 
areas then the Open Door and the Free- 
dom of the Seas would have meant some- 
thing. 

The Most Favored Nations clause falls 
into the same category or worse. It was 
formulated with a blissful disregard of 
those least favored nations whose econom- 
ic backwardness could not be looked upon 
as America’s opportunity. 

The latest in this series of formulated 
standards of - “equitable” international 
dealings is that of Equal Opportunity or 
Parity, as practiced vis-a-vis the Philip- 
pines; a brusque attempt at bare-faced im- 
perialism. 

The acid test is whether a policy tends 
to conserve or to overcome economic 
backwardness in the countries with which 
economic and diplomatic intercourse is 
cultivated. 

We are confronted here with a truly 
epoch-making change that the makers of 
policy can disregard only at their peril. 
The central importance that these back- 
ward regions have acquired in the world 
scene signifies the end of power politics. 
A world system of the balance of power, 
such as prevailed in the nineteenth century 
under Pax Britannica, requires three in- 
dispensable conditions to be present: (a) 
there must be one country of unchallenge- 
able economic and military superiority; 


24 DEE SPNO WES AIG: 


(b) there must be room for the expanding 
influence of that country in the world; 
(c) last but not least, countries whose 
economic and _ political backwardness 
could be taken for granted and’ counted 
upon. 

Such was the unique constellation in 
the nineteenth century that allowed Brit- 
ain to maintain the balance of power. The 
moribund Ottoman Empire and the rick- 
ety edifice of Czardom was thus subtly 
balanced against each other at the time 
of the Crimean Wars. A very acute ob- 
server of the contemporary scene, intent 
on a crushing defeat of Czarism as the 
blight of European democracy, expressed 
in articles written from London for the 


New York Tribune growing anger and. 


impatience with the ambiguous and dila- 
tory tactics of British diplomacy, until 
he came to the conclusion that the motiv- 
ating idea of the British rulers was their 
fear of a revolution in Russia. ~ With 
Czarism overthrown, the whole’ delicate 
system of the balance of power would 
have crumbled, 


The Jig Is Up 

Such a setup cannot be reproduced in 
the twentieth century. It is so alluring 
to some people, however, that it remains 
their will-o’-the wisp and they would, like 
Mr. X of the State Department, base a 
whole policy of striving for American 
supremacy on the hope that Russia may 
“collapse,” i.e. on the hope of a restoration 
of something like the good-old days of 
Czarist barbarism. 

In the nineteenth century, the US was 
a potential great power in a peripheral 
position. American statesmanship was 
adroit in cashing in on that position and 
heaped success upon success. 


In the first world war the US emerged — 


as an actual great power in a central posi- 
tion. American statesmanship instinctive- 
ly fell back on trying:to emulate or imit- 
ate the British example, and heaped fail- 
ure upon failure. 

Let us complete the picture by adding 
the political corollary of this changed posi- 
tion. In the nineteenth century American 
diplomacy was not involved in imperial 
rivalry and not afraid of popular move- 
ments of liberation anywhere in the world. 
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From 1917 America has become involves 
in imperial rivalry and has become afrain 
of popular movements everywhere in t 
world, In that respect, it repeats the Bri 
ish performance of the nineteenth centu 
and yields the source of its own form 
strength and distinction to the Russia 
of the twentieth century. : 

It is the paramount factor of the spol 
ushered in in the fateful year 1917 thax 
economic backwardness can no longer be 
conserved by political force, and that, con- 
sequently, there can be no viable system 
of the balance of power. In spite of the 
mounting evidence, the diplomats still 
cling frantically to the old pattern of 
power politics with spheres of influence. 
at a time when their preconceptions have 
lost all foundation in fact. 


The Illusions of Toynbee 


Fundamental change is not easy to spot 
and preconceived ideas die hard. Trying to 
read the signs, the celebrated British his- 
torian Arnold J. Toynbee made in 1934 
some entirely wrong but very illuminating 
observations about the war everybody felt 
was coming. In an article “The Next 
War—Europe or Asia?”,1 he wagered on 
a Pacific war. His reasoning speaks vol- 
umes. “On the continent of Asia,” opined 
Prof. Toynbee, ‘Japan has China and Rus- 
sia at her mercy . . . it seems unlikely that 
Russia could put up a very much more ef- 
fective resistance to a Japanese attack 
than China has been able to put up in the 
adjoining territory of Manchuria. Certain- 
ly neither Russia nor China could hold 
their own in the long run against Japanese 
ageression unless they received support 
from America and Europe; and the one 
thing that has been made clear by what 
has happened since September 1931 is that 
—treaties or no treaties, covenants or nc 
covenants—no Great Power in either 
America or Europe is going to burn it: 
fingers in order to pull Chinese or Russian 
chestnuts out of a Japanese fire. So there 
will not be a world war over Manchuria 
or Vladivostok!” 

As though standing on his head the 
learned observer takes in everything up- 


1 Pacific Affairs, March, 1934. 


de down. The truly fantastic misinter- 
retation of things, the ‘‘pathetic halluci- 
ation” comes obviously from the men- 
al incapacity to grasp and assay the sig- 
ificance of the Russian revolution of 
917. It is this that vitiates the argument. 
‘he author of the monumental Study of 
fistory flunked here pitifully in his at- 
empt to penetrate contemporary history. 

The colossal overestimation of | Japan 
nd the no less colossal underestimation of 
china and Russia stems from the fact that 
-rof. Toynbee thought in terms of the 
ino-Japanese war 1894-95, and the Rus- 
o-Japanese war 1904-05; disregarded the 
ubsequent Chinese and Russian revolu- 
ions and missed completely the fundamen- 
al change brought about by the first 
vorld war and 1917. 

On the possibility of Japan attacking 

he insular possessions of the Western pow- 
‘rs, Prof. Toynbee has this to say: “But 
vhy on earth should Japan commit a 
rolly like that? For, without any neces- 
ity for her to give any direct provoca- 
tion to the United States or the British 
@Empire, she can take possession of the 
whole eastern half of continental Asia at 
any time she chooses. The Far Eastern 
heritage of Russia as well as China is at 
Ther disposal . . . China and Siberia are 
ripe to fall into her lap at the slightest 
‘Bshake of the Asiatic tree .. .” 
To be on the safe side as a prophet, 
‘{Prof. Toynbee did not rule out entirely 
Mfthe possibility of Japan lunging into just 
such a bit of insanity as an attack on 
America. What then? 

‘y the ultimate outcome of a Jap- 
anese-American war (and God forbid that 
such a war should ever be fought) can 
hardly be in doubt. That war would be a 
Punic War, with the United States play- 
ing Rome and Japan playing Carthage. It 
would end in the Carthaginian belliger- 
ent’s annihilation; but, if there is anything 
in the analogy, the destruction of Japan 
would not be the end of the story, but 
rather the beginning of a new chapter of 
- history, as. far as the United States was 
concerned, 

“When Rome finally annihilated Car- 
thage at the end of the last of three dev- 
astating wars of attrition and expansion, 
the victor was not quit of the business. 
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For, in the Punic wars, as they grew in 
scale and range and intensity, the entire 
civilized world of the day became the 
stakes in the terrible game which the two 


. titanic combatants were playing; and long 


before Carthage was wiped off the map, 
Rome was saddled with the derelict territ- 
ories that were to become the Roman-Em- 
PIrcueeen 
- “In a word, a life-and-death struggle 
between the United states and Japan would 
leave the United States exercising an un- 
avoidable hegemony over all the countries 
with seaboards on the Pacific, and these 
countries cover some two-thirds of the 
inhabited world. In fact, the world would 
find itself a long way on the road towards 
the Roman solution of our present inter- 
national anarchy.” 

The whole essay is a remarkable exer- 
cise in jumping to 


conclusions from 


‘wrong premises. We have quoted extensive- 


ly because the analogy of the Punic Wars 
is held onto tenaciously, with the “minor”’ 
difference that in the present war propa- 
ganda it is not Japan but the Soviet Un- 
ion which takes the part of Carthage. 
In a special report prepared for the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee by the ex- 
perts of the Library of Congress the sug- 
gestive analogy is made into a pivotal ar- 
gument. “It cited as a key present-day 
issue between the two powers the quest 
for effective control of 
atomic energy and the atomic bomb, It 
rejected suggestions that it might be ad- 
visable for this nation to touch off a ‘pre- 
ventive’ war with Russia before the So- 
viets have unlocked atomic bomb secrets. 
The prospects of Russia’s sharing atomic 
bomb knowledge ‘are equally frightening,’ 
it said, because such an eventuality might 
culminate in 


international 


‘two Carthages, not one 
(N. Y. Times, August 21, 1947). 

We must look into the implications of 
this analogy and the propagandistic use 
to which it is being put. But first let us 
pay some attention to Prof. Toynbee’s 
premises. 
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Rome’. 


The Professor Flunks His History 


A Japanese-American war, far from 
being an outside possibility evoked by the 
alleged Japanese penchant for “‘national 
harakiri” was, on the contrary very much 
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in the cards, a distinct probability, as the 
first world war drew to a close. The 
twenty-one demands and the lame acqui- 
escent American protest, the Lansing- 
Ishii agreement, the Shantung settlement 
were so many straws in the wind for those 
with eyes to see. 


In ‘fact, the question was not at all 
whether there would or would not be a 


Japanese-American war, but what char-~ 
acter that conflict was going to assume; 


whether it would be an isolated Japanese- 
American armed contest of imperial rival- 
ry or an anti-imperialist war of national 
liberation against aggressive Japanese mili- 
tarism. And that, in turn, was to be deter- 
mined in the final analysis by whether the 
new China and the new Russia on the one 
hand or the full-fledged imperialism of 
Japan on the other was to enter with 
greater weight into the parallelogram of 
forces. Thé hectic last-minute Kurusu- 
Hull negotiations demonstrated this be- 
yond peradventure: the United States 
could make no more concessions at the ex- 
pense of China mainly because the Japan- 
ese knew that this would be reckoning 
without the host, i.e. without considering 
the resistance of the Chinese people. Nor 
could Japanese aggression be easily deflec- 
ted northward mainly because the Japan- 
ese knew that Russian weakness was a 
thing of the past. In other words the Unit- 
ed States could not hold the balance of 
power: Japan could not be balanced either 
against China or Russia. 


Our Democracy Saved By Revolutions 


It was the Chinese and Russian revolu- 
tions that transformed this area from a 
geographical vacuum into magnetic. fields 
of concentrated and released popular en- 
ergies and thus prevented the Japanese- 
American conflict from degenerating into 
a “Punic War,” i.e. an isolated contest for 


imperial supremacy. -It was thus in the 


final analysis the Chinese and Russian 
revolutions that saved the American dem- 
ocratic system, that prevented American 
imperialism from crushing American 
democracy. He who does not understand 
this, cannot grasp what has happened dur- 
ing these last three decades. 


dition the wholesale militarization of this. 
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For indeed, a “Roman solution’ call 
for Roman legions; any attempt to cline 
American imperialistic supremacy in the 
world requires as its indispensable precon 


nation; the uprooting and wiping out o 
American traditions and institutions. Th 
transformation of America into a militar 
istic nation would give the coup de grace 
to the American system of free enterprise” 
already gasping in the boa-constrictor-em- 
brace of giant monopolies. 

“The Roman solution of our interna- 
tional anarchy,” i.e. the attempt to pick 
up the pieces of the crumbling British” 
Empire might well be fatal to American 
democracy. The real danger is that the 
disintegration of the British Empire may 
thus give rise to the self-destruction of 
American capitalistic civilization as wal 
know it. Whatever the euphemism em- 
ployed to cover up this naked fact, it still 
remains a fact. 

The present talk about Rome and Car- 
thage has exclusively propagandistic value. 
It is meaningless, yet highly suggestive, 
evocative of the figure of Cato the Censor - 
with his perorations in the Senate always 
ending with Carthage must be destroyed. 


ee 


It was the great French historian Guizot — 
who said, “Nothing, perhaps, has caused | 
more confusion, more fallacy in history 
than this immobility of names amidst 
variety of facts; and I know not how to 
warn you too strongly never to lose sight 
of this quicksand.” 

Quicksand is the word. Let the people 
take heed and beware of the clever manipu- 
lators selling a bill of goods with high- 
sounding labels. Hitler sold his bill of 
goods to the German people under the 
label “Third Reich.” Hitler’s Third Reich 
was to be a modern replica of the Holy 
Roman Empire; the “Roman Solution” 
1939-44 A.D. 

It did not succeed, for good reasons, It 
had propaganda and military force on its 
side. It had the peoples and history ar- 
raigned against it. 

No better propaganda, no bigger force 


can repeat it. America must fail where 


nineteenth century Britain succeeded. 
America cannot succeed where Hitler 
failed. 


y O. L ROCHE 


buy a pair of Sunday shoes. 


NSTEAD of being smart and saving 
their money to buy Sunday shoes, the 
miners walked off the company lot after 
they were paid and” joined more miners 
huddled in a tumble-down shack that 
served as a union hall. Everybody was jab- 
bering. Two men, later photostatically 
identified as OGPU agents from Outer 
Mongolia, made obviously Communist 
speeches in which wage raises were men- 
tioned several. times. After listening to 
this inflammatory talk, the befuddled min- 
ers voted to go on strike if the company 
refused to pay more wages, even though 
they already amounted to 90 cents a day. 


Fortunately, the Chilean government, 
which had just done its stint for democ- 
racy by raising the price of bread in ac- 
cordance with its election promises to raise 
living standards, recognized this strike in 
time for what it really was—a Red Plot. 


Using firm measures in view of the 
grave threat to Chile’s national security by 
international Communist agents, the goy- 


secret service to the coalfields, keeping 
only a small guard around the presidential 
palace. With great efficiency it promptly 
arrested the Red leaders of the Miners Fed- 
eration—there were only 868 of them— 
and deported them as far as it could with- 
out crossing the border. 


Yet, incredibly, the coalminers unpat- 
riotically kept right on striking for higher 
wages, even after the Comintern agents 
among them, photostatically shown to be 
recipients of zlotys from Marshal Tito 


every second Friday, had been thrown in 


ernment sent its army, navy, air force and 


mE GREAT RED PLOT IN GHILE 


The mine was in Chile and the miner was Chilean. He 
was a little undersized by our standards, but the pit-grime 
on his face showed his kinship with men all over the world 
who dig for coal. He stood at the time-keeper’s window, 
waiting to be paid for his 66-hour week, glancing now and 
then at his wife and kids squatting in a corner of the com- 
pany lot. When his name was called, he fumblingly counted 
out the bills the Yankee paymaster shoved at him. There 
were 180 Chilean pesos in the wad. If he saved all of them 
and added his next week’s pay, he would have enough to 


jail and beaten unconscious to prevent 
telepathic communication with the miners. 


The mineowners were properly resentful 
of this ungrateful attitude on the part of 
their employees. Companies with world- 
wide reputations—Anaconda Copper, Lau- 
taro Corporation—Bethlehem Steel, Anglo- 
Chilean Nitrate, Braden Copper—had ac- 
tually been asked to pay higher wages 
despite having faithfully paid their Chilean 
employees 180 pesos every Saturday, no 
matter how high prices were. 

Faced with this completely unreasonable 
attitude among the miners, the Chilean 
government naturally arrested all state and 
municipal officials in the coalfield areas 
who had not been elected by a Wall Street 
company, They then deported them in the 
general direction of the South Pole, where 
it was assumed their loyalty to Moscow 
would cool. 

Next, the loyal government, resolutely 
carrying out orders, called all draft-age 
males into the army so they could work 
in the mines. But the Red Plot had extend- 
ed even further than was suspected, for 
only 800 showed up to be drafted. 


Still undaunted, the government set its 
slightly reinforced armies to digging coal. 
But Red fanatics among the miners ac- 
tually threw pieces of coal at the defense- 
less troops, armed only with teargas, mach- 
ineguns and handgrenades. In view of this 
superior armament among the Red revolu- 
tionists, the government drew up a new 
line of attack, 


Before the new strategy could be ap- 
plied, however, it was photostatically dis- 
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covered that Bielorussia, Kazakistan and 
Muzhikistan were shipping huge supplies 
of pink borscht to the miners via Jugo- 
slavia and Czechoslovakia. This brought 
into the open the vast international rami- 
fications of the plot, already photostatic- 
ally indicated. 

The government therefore felt bound to 
call on its democratic ally, the U. S. De- 
partment of State, for similar material as- 
sistance. As the Department had not stock- 
piled any borscht, it was decided, with a 
stroke of genius worthy of Walter Elliot 
or George Lippmann, to divert to Chile 
the coal it had been hoarding for other 
diversions. 


Thus in one full swoop, the need to- pay 
Chilean coal miners anything at all was 
completely eliminated. Obviously, if the 
State Department dug up the coal, the 
Chilean miners wouldn’t have to and the 
coalmine owners could save 93 cents a day 
off every miner in Chile. 

At once, as the first of the Great Ar- 
mada to sail against the Comintern, the 
Department sent the good ship S.S. Treat, 
of the Grace Line, with 9,5331%4 tons of 
strategic coal. With praiseworthy foresight, 
Department strategists shaped many of 
the lumps into boomerangs, just in case. 

Buoyed up by the support of its faithful 
ally, the Chilean government now struck 
out resolutely against the agents of the 
OGPU, breaking off diplomatic relations 
with the Soviet Union and Czechoslovakia. 
The Czechoslovakian break had not been 
contemplated, altho that regime’s failure 
to stop the borscht shipments thru its ter- 
ritory had not gone unnoticed; but just 
at this point a newspaper in Prague with a 
“7” in its name published a vicious story 
declaring that Chilean coalminers were on 
strike—a deliberate and malicious distor- 
tion of the truth, as proven by the fact 
that the Chilean government had previous- 
ly stated that they were not on strike and 
had backed up its statement with photo- 
static evidence. 

Furthermore, to wipe the slate clean, 
the Chilean government would have brok- 
en with Jugoslavia if that country, violat- 
ing all diplomatic norms with typical Red 
ruthlessness, had not broken relations be- 
forehand, merely because its representa- 
tives had been thrown in jail. 


q 
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These timely moves undoubtedly frus- 
trated a Red Plot to set up a Soviet Regime: 
in Chile, as additional photostatic proofs 
had shown that these representatives had 
consulted long and earnestly with Chilean 
coalminers and, in fact, had bludgeoned 
them over the head with hammers and 
sickles to make them go on strike for six 
dollars and fifty cents a week instead of 
six. The extra fifty cents was to be sent to 
Moscow, it was learned, to build up a 
fund for Communist propaganda on the 
island of Juan Fernandez, made famous 
by Robinson Crusoe and a fellow traveler. 

The international ramifications of this 
plot have still not been fully unramified. 
How far they extend is shown by an edit- 
orial printed a couple of Sundays ago in 
a Comintern organ calling itself the New 
York Times. Thise Moscow-dominated 
sheet, obviously in cahoots with Jugoslay 
diplomats, declared that Chilean miners 
have no reasonable hope for security in 
their old age—altho it was careful not to 
deny that they might have an unreason- 
able hope for it. 

“Are the Chilean miners well paid, well 
fed, well housed, with sufficient medical 
care and a reasonable hope of security in 
their old age?” this Red house-organ slyly 
inquired. ‘Then, using a typical Commun- 
istic trick, it answered its. own question. 

“The answer,” it stated with the usual 
OGPU obscuranticism, “is obviously in the 
negative.” ‘ 

Not satisfied with this blatant piece of 
propaganda, the Comintern mouthpiece 
then quoted from something it called a 
survey of “Economic problems of Latin 
America,” by an alleged professor named 
Seymour Hartis, for a Red Workers School 


’ 


* called Harvard. 


Brazenly terming this “survey” scholar- 
ly, the New York Times quoted Comrade 
Harris as saying that “the average Chilean 
income was $100 a year, that the housing 
for the bulk of the people was poor and 
that the diet was insufficient.” 

Of course, such vicious propaganda de- 
feats its own aims when read by any res- 
pectable person. Obviously, if a Chilean 
miner makes six dollars a week, he make: 
312 dollars a year, because there are 52 
weeks in a year, whether he works or nor 
This is three times the amount cited by 


1947 


the New York Times, which unwittingly 
illustrated how Red propagandists twist 
facts with utter disregard for truth. 
Despite such barrages of Communistic 
falsehoods, the government of Chile, firm- 
ly supported by North American mine- 
owners and the Department of State, is 
resolutely pursuing its democratic endeav- 
or to clap behind bars everybody who, 
victimized by Red lies, Communistically 


|By ALFRED WERNER 


Ww last summer, the six-man 
jury of the Wiener Volksgericht, 
the Viennese People’s Court, acquitted Dr. 
Guido Schmidt, last foreign minister of 
the Schuschnigg regime, of the charge of 
high treason, many Austrians were fur- 
ious, particularly those who had spent 
i] months and years in Nazi Concentration 
Camps, while Quisling Schmidt, as a di- 
rector of the Hermann Goering plants, 
and other enterprises, had amassed a for- 
tune. His acquittal was as much of a 
scandal as the Nuremberg verdict, freeing 
Fritsche, Papen and Schacht. It is true 
that the Ministry of the Interior placed 
Schmidt in the category of “‘belastete Per- 
son,” i.e. on the list of former collabora- 
tors with Nazism whose civic rights are 
curtailed. This means that Schmidt can- 
not engage in any political activities, in- 
cluding voting, that he cannot leave ‘Aus- 
tria except by special permission, and that 
he cannot occupy any leading position in 
Austria’s economic life. But this decision 
does not harm him very much; he can en- 
joy the life of a grand seigneur, being one 
of the wealthiest men of Austria on ac- 
count of the millions he made under the 
Nazi regime. In other words, he has so far 
safely eluded the Goddess of Justice. . . 
After Austria’s liberation in 1945, the 
gravedigger of Austria and Nazi collabo- 
rationist was first left alone in his swanky 
villa at St. Anton on Arlberg. Then the 
French arrested himeand turned him over 
to the Austrian authorities. The latter 
were not too anxious to try a man who, 
in the first place, is a Catholic in good 
standing and a former member of the 
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insists on eating and. thereby serving the 
Comintern. 


This grave danger, which threatens all 
the Americas and which has already been 
recognized by Brazil, must certainly be 
discussed at length at the next Pan Amer- 
ican conference in Bogota, as the discussion 
at the last one in Rio was apparently not 
lengthy enough. 


SCHUSCHNIGG’S SCHMIDT 


Christian Social Party (now renamcd 
Austrian People’s Party) and who, in’ the 
second place, knows a lot of facts that 
might incriminate leading men of the 
New Austria. But Schmidt’s record was - 
so black that they could not help putting 
him on trial. They went about it in a 
very careful way, though. The same 
circles which, in 1934, had had the 
Schutzbund member Muenichreiter, a 
simple worker who had participated in the 
February revolt and been mortally wound- 
ed by three bullets, carried to the gallows 
on a stretcher, saw to it that Schmidt, 
the arch scoundrel, did not impair his 
delicate health during the trial (he was 
suffering from diabetes). More than fifty 
Witnesses appeared at the trial, and the 
written testimony was sought of such 
individuals as Goering, Papen, Seyss-In- 
quart, Kaltenbrunner, and Schuschnigg. 
Significantly, the ‘latter, for very good 
reasons, did his utmost to exonerate the 
defendant; whenever there was a danger 
of incriminating Schmidt, Schuschnig 
answered the question he had been asked 
with an evasive “I don’t know” or “T 
can’t remember.” ‘The same Schuschnigg 
who, after his liberation, made it known 
that he would never talk to Schmidt again 
nor even offer him his hand, actually saved 
his “friend” from jail or something worse. 
Der Hochverratsprozess gegen Dr. 
Guido Schmidt vor dem Wiener Volks- 
gericht is a huge tome of 700 crowded 
pages, comprising nearly 600,000 words. 
Schmidt, stems from a well- 
to-do merchant family of Austria’s west-° 
ernmost province, Vorarlberg, proud of 
the fact that their estate was located 


one learns, 
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“Just in the middle between Paris and 
Vienna.” In the mid-twenties the young 
graduate of Stella Matutina and the juri- 
dical faculty of the University of Vienna 
served as a secretary in the Austrian Em- 
bassy in Paris. Like Schuschnigg, who is 
four years older, Schmidt was a disciple 
and protegé of Cardinal Seipel. From 
that brilliant and politically ruthless 
Jesuit the two young men adopted the 
dangerous slogan that Austria was Eu- 
rope’s “Second German state.” This was 
part and parcel of a pan-German doctrine 
that poisoned large sections of the Aus- 
trian people, even including such Social 
Democratic leaders as Renner and Bauer. 
Why, if such terms as Austrian culture, 
Austrian economy, Austrian statehood 
were nonsensical, wasn’t Hitler right in 
_ demanding Austria’s Anschluss? 
Amazingly, — the Catholic 
hierarchy, as represented by the Cardinals 
Seipel and Innitzer, did not fight Pan-Ger- 
manism. Under the Hapsburg Monarchy, 
these circles had been opposed to it, as it 
was identified with the Hohenzollerns 
and their Protestant cause. But after the 
dissolution of the Dual Monarchy, the 
church preferred Pan-Germanism as the 
lesser evil, in its fight against “Bolshe- 
vism,” which included, not only the Rus- 
sian brand of Communism, but all kinds 
of progressive movements. “Rather Hitler 
than Stalin,’ was the motif behind the 
actions, not only of Laval and Degrelle, 
but also of Cardinal Innitzer, who, in 
March 1938, enthusiastically welcomed 
the Nazi invaders and who is now busy 
telling anyone who wants to listen to him 
that he had always been a staunch anti- 
Fascist. 


When, after the failure of the Nazi 
putsch of July, 1934, Berlin realized that 
more cautious methods had to be used to 
make Austria ripe for the Anschluss, the 
old fox Papen was despatched to Vienna. 
In his character as a staunch Catholic, 
Papen won over numerous Austrian offi- 
cials to his idea of a German-Austrian 
rapprochement, claiming that things in 
the Third Reich were not half as bad as 
they seemed to be. The Foreign Minister, 
‘ Baron von Berger-Waldenegg, however, 
refused to believe in Papen’s assurances 
that the differences between the two states 


Austrian 
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could be ironed out. It was there thaty 
Schmidt saw his chance. 

Although Schmidt must have been! 
aware of the anti-Christian principles an 
actions of the Nazis, he (like Schuschnigg 
and Seyss-Inquart a professing Catholic 
and an “Alter Herr,” honorary member 
of the Catholic Students Association) re- 
fused to see the discrepancy between his: 
Catholicism and his pro-Nazi leanings. To 
tell the truth, he had no principles except. 
for one: he wanted to become Chancellor 
of Austria, even if he had to betray the 
man who trusted him blindly, namely, 
Schuschnigg, even if it meant making 
Austria a satellite of Nazi Germany. Dur- 
ing the trial most witnesses duly char- 
acterized Schmidt as a pathologically am- 
bitious, cold-blooded egotist. From the 
Embassy in Paris he moved into the office 
of Austrian President, Wilhelm Miklas. 
There he was responsible for arranging in- 
terviews with the Head of the State, ac- 
companying visitors to the President’s 
door and on their departure taking them 
down to the entrance. Not satisfied with 
the duties of a subordinate anteroom ofh- 
cial, Schmidt wormed himself into the 
Foreign Office. 

Together with Papen (who offered the 
cordial “Du” instead of the formal “Sie” 
to the young man) he plotted against Ber- 
ger-Waldenegg, until Schuschnigg sent the 
latter away, to take over the post of am- 
bassador in Rome. Schuschnigg took over 
the portfolio of Foreign Minister, but con- 
ferred the rank of Acting Foreign Minister 
to Schmidt. Appealing to his boss’ Pan- 
German leanings, Schmidt convinced 
Schuschnigg that the hostilities between 
the two “German” states ought. to be 
abandoned by means of a Treaty. Schusch- 
nigg, broken in spirit after the death by 
a motor accident of his wife, readily yield- 
ed to Schmidt’s demands. 

The Austro-German Pact of July 11th, 
1936, indicated the beginning of the end 
of an independent ‘Austria. It was, inevi- 
tably, what Roman jurists would have 
called a Societas Leonina (with reference 
to Aesop’s fable of a treaty between the 
lion and the fox). The “fox” Austria had 
to refrain from any verbal attacks on the 
Third Reich; likewise, the Nazi lion was 
supposed to stop his Anschluss propaganda, 
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but he failed to de so. From July 11th 
onward German money poured into Aus- 
Jtria to support the various camouflaged 
Nazi outfits that mushroomed everywhere; 
Bcens of thousands of German “‘tourists” 
‘penetrated Austria, forming Nazi cells and 
bribing Austrian officials; hundreds of 
picked Gestapo agents enrolled as “‘stu- 
dents” at the universities of Vienna, Graz 
Band Innsbruck. 

At the same time Schmidt isolated Aus- 
tria from the democratic countries so 
that she now faced the German Reich 
alone. The trial showed how Schmidt 
Pbullied such Austrian diplomats as Georg 
Frankenstein, (London), Martin Fuchs 
(press attaché, Paris) and Ferdinand Marek 
(Prague) who wanted Austria to unite 
with the democratic powers against Fas- 
f cism. Schmidt traveled to Paris and Lon- 
1 don to urge French and British statesmen 
to refrain from repeating an earlier state- 
ment that they would protect Austrian 
independence, claiming that Austria need- 
éd no protection after the Treaty of July 
11th, 1936. When the Austrian ambassa- 
} dor to Berlin, Tauschwitz, warned Schmidt 

of an imminent invasion due to the dis- 
missal of the more pacifist German gen- 

erals, like Fritsche and Blomberg, Schmidt 
| laughed his worries off by accusing him of 
seeing ghosts. 

If Schmidt acted in a bona fide manner 
as his defense counsel claimed—he was a 
fool. And he was no fool. While the jury 
of the People’s Court gave him the bene- 
fit of the doubt, anti-Fascist Austrians 
have long been convinced that Schmidt 
was nothing but an agent of Berlin, a 
Quisling sui generis. “Give my best re- 
gards to Guido Schmidt,” Goering told 
Berger-Waldenegg on a visit to Rome, 
“for we got valuable information from 
him.” Flabbergasted, the Ambassador re- 
ported this remark to Vienna. Yet 
Schuschnigg refused to doubt Schmidt’s 
loyalty. : 

In November 1937 Schmidt was shown 
at Goering’s swanky estate, Karinhall, a 
large map of Central Europe, showing 
‘Germany and Austria as one single state. 
“Well,” said Schmidt, “Your Excellency 
is already anticipating events to come.” To 
which Goering remarked: “I have merely 
ordered the kind of map that would be 
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in accordance with my wishes concerning 
future political developments.” Far from 
displaying any anger, Schmidt continued 
to court Goering. We have a letter from 
Schmidt to Goering in which the former 
happily announces that nearly 20,000 il- 
legal Austrian Nazis had been released 
from jail within a few months: “We are 
united in our common fight against Bol- 
shevism,” wrote Schmidt in the same 
letter, closing it, significantly, with an 
“expression of particular appreciation . 

from one German (sic!) to another Ger- 


” 


man. 


- It was Schmidt who, in February 1938, 
influenced Schuschnigg to accept Hitler’s 
invitation to Berchtesgaden. The step had 
been engineered by Papen who, through 
the offices of Schmidt, made Schuschnigg 
believe that a personal talk with Hitler 
would give them both an excellent oppor- 
tunity of ironing out their differences, and 
that Hitler, upset by trouble within the 
Reichswehr, was prepared to make far- 
reaching concessions to Austria. Schusch- 
nigg had not the slightest idea that he 
was to receive a German ultimatum, a de- 
structive list of demands prepared with 
the help of his “friends” Seyss-Inquart, 
and—Guido Schmidt! But even after 
Berchtesgaden Schuschnigg refused to be- 
lieve that his Foreign Minister was in any 
respect involved in the zlot. He failed to 
suspect the eagerness with which Schmidt 
declared that, if they missed the chance of 
talking with’ Hitler, they would both 
regret it forever. On Papen’s and Schmidt’s, 
request Schuschnigg even left his only 
weapon at home—powerful documentary 
evidence, recently unearthed by a police 
raid on illegal Nazi headquarters in Vienna, 
to prove that, fully neglecting the Agree- 
ment of 1936, leading Nazis had been 
preparing a putsch in Austria. 


After his return from Berchtesgaden 
Schuschnigg feigned optimism: He could 
not fool two powerful groups: the Nazis, 
and the leftist workers. The latter were 
ready to forget February 1934 and help 
Schuschnigg fight against the Hitlerites, if 
they had only been given weapons. The 
men of the Republikanischer Schutzbund, 
a powerful leftist defense organization 
founded around 1920 and outlawed by 
Dollfuss in 1933, were at Schuschnigg’s 
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disposal. Yet the Trial of Schmidt offered 
plenty of proof that even in the eleventh 
hour the reactionary Schuschnigg was 
most reluctant to collaborate with the 
workers, that, subconsciously, this “pa- 
triot” preferred the Anschluss to a free 
Austria in which the workers might have 
something to say. 

Before the People’s Court Schmidt de- 
fended his actions by saying that Schusch-. 
nigg had no other choice but to surrender, 
if only from a military viewpoint. But 
evidence, offered at the trial by high- 
ranking officers of the erstwhile Austrian 
army, refuted his allegations. In March, 
1938, the German Army was not yet 
ready for a full-fledged invasion. The en- 
tire Austro-German frontier had been fur- 
nished with tank traps, bunkers and other 
fortifications. While the Austrian army 
was relatively small, it was well-trained 
and politically reliable. It could have 
warded off a German invasion for several 
days, until other powers, especially. Czecho- 
slovakia, with her superb army might have 
intervened—if the Hitlerites had dared 
to strike at all. When Schmidt’s defense 
counsel declared that any resistance would 
have resulted in the loss of thousands of 
lives, the Public Prosecutor retorted 
sharply: “Even if it had been so, wouldn’t 
it have been better than losing hundreds 
of thousands of Austrians who were killed 
fighting for Hitler?” 

After, Berchtesgaden Schuschnigg was 
a completely broken man, surrounded by 
traitors. But Schmidt went around with 
a happy face, for he had been made 
full-fledged Foreign Minister, all con- 
trol over foreign policy having passed 
out of Schuschnigg’s hands into his 
own. But his ambition went much 
higher. He hoped to outsmart both 
Schuschnigg and Hitler and to become 
Chancellor of a semi-independent Nazi 
Austria enjoying the status that Bavaria 
once had within the framework of Bis: 
marck’s Reich. In fact, on March 11th, 
Schmidt had the nerve to ask Schuschnigg 
to let him take over the Chancellorship be- 
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cause he, Schmidt, was persona grata with 
the Germans. : 

Things turned out differently. When 
his usefulness was ended, Hitler dropped” 
Schmidt from the political chessboard. It” 
is true that Seyss-Inquart offered Schmidt. 


the job of foreign minister in his new 


Nazi cabinet; Schmidt was clever enough 


not to accept it because (a) he was not 


willing to commit himself as a Nazi, and 
(b) he realized that his job would not 
last longer than a few days or weeks, until 
Austria would be formally taken over by 
the Reich. At the Trial, of course, Schmidt 
made the most of the fact that he had “re- 
fused” to collaborate with Seyss-Inquart. 


But he did not have to worry after i 


the Anschluss. He was not thrown into 
a Concentration Camp like many of his 
colleagues in the Schuschnigg camp, nor 


was he drafted into the Germany Army. 
He received a pension while his wife con-— 
tinued to draw an enormous income from — 
in Czechoslovakia = 


the textile factories 
she had inherited from her parents. Not™ 
to be outmatched by her, Schmidt applied 
to his protector Goering for a job—and 


received sixteen of them. Throughout the- 
war he was a director of sixteen huge Ger- || 
man concerns, including the Goering Am-_ 
munition Plants, the Danube Steamship 
Company and other enterprises, some of | 
which were located in the Balkans. His 
net income amounted to 3 million Reichs-_ 
marks per year—nice pocket money for 


an “Austrian patriot”... . 

Schmidt never fired a shot, nor did he 
ever beat a Jew. Yet he is as much respon- 
sible for the crimes of Belsen and Maida- 


nek as any sadistic SS man, or even more - 


so. And there are dozens of Schmidts in 
Austria because among the new masters 
of the country are the same Clerico-Fas- 
cists that kept Austria enslaved between 
1933 and 1938. Those Schmidts are in- 
telligent, they have good manners—and a 
lot of inside information. They 
“squeal,” they can “spill the beans,” and 
the judges know that they cari’t afford 
to hurt these gentlemen. 


can 


type 


